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The Silent Treatment 


A year ago Spearhead printed a most 
important article dealing with the censorship 
of news operated by Fleet Street. In this 
article we quoted the Sunday Times ‘race 
relations’ correspondent Derek Humphrey 
as saying: — 

“It is an unwritten rule in British 
journalism to print as little as possible about 
extreme (sic) right-wing organisations because 
the publicity only helps them to recruit 
members.” 

We also drew attention to the state- 
ment made by Cllr. Arthur Super, a well 
known representative of the Jewish Board of 
Deputies at a meeting of left-wing organ- 
isations in Hornsey, London, held to discuss 
how to combat the National Front. At the 
meeting Mr. Super said:— 

“Between ourselves, I am on good 
terms with a number of newspaper editors 
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and I think I can say that in future they will 
give absolutely no publicity to the National 
Front unless it is involved in trouble.” 

These statements must be recalled 
when we consider how it was that the 
National Front held a lively march and an 
enthusiastic meeting in London on the 
22nd July in protest against immigration 
without a word reported in the press or on 
television, despite the fact that all these 
media were informed well in advance. 

The march (about 400) and the 
meeting (just under 300) were not enormous 
by the standards of some left-wing demon- 
strations in recent years, but they were a 
great deal bigger than many other marches 
and meetings held by cranky little protest 
groups which were given generous press and 
TV coverage. This silent treatment just goes 
once again to prove how terrified the political 
and financial establishment in this country is 
of the NF and how bogus is the claim that 
we have a free press in Britain. 


Ulster: Final Depths 


With every month of the Northern 
Ireland crisis that passes, it appears that 
Government policy has touched the final 
depths of national humiliation and inter- 
national and public contempt, but with the 
coming of each new month we are proved 
wrong; still further depths are reached. 

The month of July saw chief Govern- 
ment buffoon of the moment, Willie White- 
law, do a somersault act that even the Leader 
of the Opposition would envy. After 
declaring to the world his intention never to 
negotiate with the IRA criminals, he did just 
that in London at a meeting intended to be 
secret but leaked out to the press for the 
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WILLIE WHITELAW 
Buffoon of the moment. 


nation to-greet aghast shortly afterwards. 

In due course it was known that the 
IRA top brass had been obligingly flown, in 
the best VIP fashion, to London, where they 
had been received with great diplomatic 
courtesy by Whitelaw and other Government 
officials. 

Did Mr. Whitelaw feel any pang of 
guilt about this treacherous move? Oh, no! 
Far from it. When approached afterwards, he 
replied with the voice that has come to 
evoke nausea in every red blooded Ulster 
Loyalist that he was convinced that he had 
been absolutely right! As if to justify 
himself, he purred “There is no alternative 
but for the communities of Northern Ireland 
to live together.” 

_ It is quite clear from the context in 
which these “words were used that “living 
together” in Northern Ireland includes living 
together with the IRA. If it does not, then 
the words were without meaning as an 
explanation for the secret meeting. No 
doubt not only Loyalists but all law-abiding 
people in Ulster will draw their own 
conclusions as to where we go from here. 


Press Lies 


While the Whitelaw crawling act was 
going on in London, the public media 
continued to misrepresent the Ulster issue as 
they have done for the past three years. The 
latest feature of misrepresentation that stands 
out most strongly is the campaign of deni- 
gration of the UDA and other Loyalist 
organisations that stand for an uncom- 
promising line against IRA terror. 

This campaign is typified by the at- 
tempt of reporters, commentators and car- 
toonists to make comparisons between the 
UDA and the IRA, suggesting that there is 
little difference between “the two extremes”. 
A classic example of this was a cartoon by 


ae a 


—-~ 


Cummings of the Daily Express, who judging 
by his usual efforts should know better. The 
cartoon showed hooded and uniformed men 
of identical appearance, both holding 
machine guns. One was IRA and the other 
UDA. The caption said: “That was a nasty 
moment — we nearly had a dangerous out- 
break of peace that time!” This was a 
reference to the short-lived ‘truce’ just 
broken. 

In fact to put the UDA in the same 
category as the Republican terrorists is a 
despicable slur. Has the UDA planted bombs 
in city centres, killing and maiming innocent 
civilians? Has the UDA carried out a three- 
year murder campaign throughout the 
province? Is the UDA a subversive, anti- 
British organisation, dedicated to the service 
of a foreign state? 

Itis none of these things, and, far from 
being ‘extreme’, it has so far behaved in a 
manner that shows a miracle of restraint in 
the face of intolerable provocation, in the 
form of both the murderous actions of the 
IRA and the pathetic vaccilation and in- 
action of the Westminster Government. 

Every day the press has screamed of the 
impending ‘protestant backlash’, yet despite 
every opportunity and every facility to aid 
it such backlash has not yet come. 
Protestants and Loyalists have bent over 
backwards. to avoid contributing yet further 
to the bloodshed in Ulster. 

If such backlash did come in the near 
future it would be only because Loyalists had 
had their patience exhausted waiting for the 
Government to protect them. To date this 
patience has lasted longer than could ever 
reasonably have been expected. 


Who Pays M.Ps? 


The investigation of the private financial 
affairs of leading politicians, should it come 
about, will not be a moment too soon and 
will probably not be nearly extensive enough. 
The Poulson business, which spotlighted 
‘backhanders’ given to MPs either in return 
for or in anticipation of services rendered 
probably represented the tip of the iceberg. 

Any future investigation would do well 
to examine, not only gifts passed the way of 
politicians, but the tie-ups between such 
politicians and powerful international mer- 
chant banking concerns. These latter may 
reveal nothing unethical within the strict 
letter of the law, but they would most 
certainly reveal a strong unity of motive 
between the actions of certain political 
leaders and the machinations of international 
finance. 

It would also pose the question: Do the 
big banking concerns, when spotting up-and- 
coming young men of politics in their early 
careers, offer them business positions which 
assure that for the rest of their political lives 
the guidance of banksterdom is always 
present to inform them along which lines of 
national and international policy they may 
or may not step? 


Instructive Circus 


For the past month the British public 
have had served to them for breakfast, dinner 
and supper the four-yearly circus of American 
primary elections. If the objective of this 
was entertainment value, the mass media 
might be said to have done worse. If, 
however, it was pure news that was in mind 
we are entitled to feel, surely, that the 
internal political affairs of a foreign country 
could have been put in more moderate 
perspective. 

Notwithstanding this, the US Demo- 
cratic primary was certainly instructive. It 
showed how, with all the. panoply and 
imagery of modern toothpaste politics com- 
bined with a well oiled election machine 
directed by middle class liberals and the 
credulous and young, a near-communist can 
obtain nomination for the leadership of one 
of the great Western nations. If Senator 
McGovern does become President of the 
United States, he will join Pierre Trudeau of 
Canada and Olaf Palme of Sweden as symbols 
of Kremlin-oriented puppetry standing on the 
highest pinnacles of power in nations living 
under the delusion that they are bastions of 
democracy. An in-depth analysis of the 
McGovern programme is provided by one of 
our American correspondents on the back 
page of this issue. It should be an eye- 
opener to those who maintain that the safety 
and security of Britain and her world-wide 
interests should rely on the protectiveness of 
the American military and nuclear shield. 


How Empires Are 
Conquered 


Spearhead has maintained for a long 
time that the breakdown of the British 
Imperial and Commonwealth system was 
never a product of natural causes, but was the 
result of a contrived policy for which 
successive British governments since the war 
have been keen and willing agents. 

Nothing could illustrate this better 
than the decision taken recently in Whitehall 
to impose exchange controls on all deals 
with the Sterling Area outside the UK. This 
decision means that from now on British 
investors will have to go through the dollar 
premium pool to buy all Commonwealth 
stocks, including the very popular Australian 
mining and industrial shares, and also stocks 
in Southern Africa. 

This decision, made without great 
headlines in the national press, provides in a 
nutshell a glimpse of the process through 
which modern empires are conquered and 
surrendered, modern world power won and 
lost. Armies and navies are no longer the key 
weapon; what is needed is economic and 
financial penetration by the would-be con- 
queror, together with economic and financial 
pressure on those in the central citadel of the 
conquered. The decision over investment in 
the Sterling Area was not made by the 


Government of its own accord; it was 
dictated by the bureaucrats of Europe and 
by the lords of the Dollar. Its aim is to 
destroy the last vestige of British power and 
influence in the old Dominions, wherein 
Dollar power is intended then to hold sway, 
and hustle on British entry into the Common 
Market under the illusion that it provides an 
alternative to power over the seas. © 

We are often asked how we can per- 
suade our blood relations in the Dominions 
to cooperate with us in the future re- 
construction of a unified Commonwealth 
system. We can do so by showing them that 
any ‘independence’ resulting from a weaken- 
ing of their ties with us is completely illusory, 
and that from a position as equals in the 
British Empire they have now graduated to 
one of the satellites in the Dollar Empire, 
that from discarding their British identity 
they have merely assumed the identity of 
miniature Americas, and that we in the 
United Kingdom are determined to make 
good the betrayals of the past by reorienting 
our economic policies to as to properly serve 
both their interests and ours, which in most 
events are the most complimentary interests 
to be found anywhere in the globe. 


Why Was It Built? 


The saga of Centre Point continues 
onward. The architectural excrescence at 
the top of Charing Cross Road built by 
Mr. Harry Hyams for office accommodation 
has not been filled. The public is getting 
more and more restless, and rightly so. 
More and more questions are being asked, 
and rightly so. 

One question is very prominent, and it 
is this: these hideous structures are defended 
on the grounds that they are the only way 
to obtain the necessary. facilities to keep the 
economy working given the limited space of 
our big cities. A plausible argument, perhaps, 
when they are built with a definite and 
necessary facility in mind. But what possible 
justification is there for Centre Point when 
for a long time after its repulsive pinnacles 
have dominated the landscape nobody wants 
to occupy it? 

This leads inevitably to the question: 
how did Mr. Hyams get local authority plan- 
ning permission for the project? 

Who gave it? What made him give it? 
Are local planning authorities really any use 
at all? Or are they simply paper tigers — or 
white elephants, maintained at great expense 
to the rate-payers and giving the ratepayers 
nothing in return? 

What motivates these departments, if 
it is not the desire to see the towns and cities 
of Britain maintain their style, character and 
identity, and please the people living in them? 

If these questions cannot be answered 
quickly, public opinion is going to demand 
that the demolition squad be summoned 
quickly to Centre Point and other creations 
like it. In that it would have our complete 
support. 
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CHEAP LABOUR GOODS 
TO FLOOD BRITAIN 


AT A TIME of high unemployment at home 
and many British industries struggling des- 
perately for survival, one would expect the 
Government to take at least one elementary 
step to safeguard the jobs of workers. 

That is to protect the British market 
against the products of cheap, sweated foreign 
labour. 

Some time ago Spearhead spotlighted 
a new tendency in big business. It was to set 
up factories in ‘underdeveloped’ countries 
where labour could be bought for a song, 
and flood the world with goods with which 
the industries in countries with European 
and American wage standards could not 
possibly compete, even on normal fair terms 
of trade. 

What has now become clear is that 
preferential terms of trade are being given to 
these low-wage manufacturers, and that the 
British Government is a party to that policy! 

The intentions of the Government are 
made quite clear in a booklet issued by 
H. M. Customs and Excise called Generalised 
System of Preferences (G.S.P.). 

Under the terms of G.S.P., goods are 
admitted into the United Kingdom from the 
‘developing countries’ free of customs duty 
or at reduced rates. 

The Generalised System of Preferences 
arises from a resolution of the United Nations 
Conference on Trade and Development 
wherein the developed countries of Western 
Europe, together with the United States, 
Canada, New Zealand and Japan agreed to 
offer a non-reciprocal system of tariff 
preferences to certain goods originating in 
the ‘developing’ countries of the world. Each 
of the developed countries has sought to 
offer preference on as wide range of goods 
as possible. 

The offer of preferential entry made 
by the United Kingdom covers nearly all 
manufactured goods. 

The exceptions are most textiles and 
all revenue duty goods (wind, spirits, beer, 
tobacco, hydrocarbon oils, perfumed spirits, 
matches and mechanical lighters). 

Included in the list of goods to receive 
preferential entry are scores of categories 
that affect vital home industries. Prominent 
among these are:— 

Pharmaceutical products 

Photographic equipment 

Footwear 

Electrical machinery and equipment 

Railway locomotives and rolling stock 

Motor vehicles 

Aircraft and parts thereof 

Ships 
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With big unemployment 
at home, Government 


gives preference to goods 
from ‘underdeveloped 
countries’. 


Clocks and watches 

Musical instruments 

Armaments 

Furniture 

Toys 

Do-goodism and altruism are of course 
the professed motives behind this policy, 
which gravely endangers the livelihood of 
our own workers. The developed nations 
must for ever be making sacrifices in order 
to raise the ‘underdeveloped’ nations up from 
their customary morass of poverty and 
squalor. It is all in the cause of brotherly 
love, help thy neighbour, etc. 

But behind all this sweetness and light 
lie motives that are vastly different. Inter- 
national Finance has discovered the enor- 
mous potential for profit that exists in the 
exploitation of coolie labour, which does not 
mind drudgery and will work for a fraction 
the pay of workers in developed countries. 
It is providing the backing for factories all 
over Africa, Asia, the Middle East and Latin 


“HIS MASTER'S VOICE” 
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America to produce the goods which will 
dominate the world’s markets. 

International Finance has such a com- 
plete stranglehold over modern day British 
Governments that it is well able to extract 
from them a commitment to open our 
market to its cheap-labour goods on especially 
favourable terms. 

Mr. Heath obligingly wagged his tail to 
the International Financial tune in this as in 
many other things. 

That Heath has bowed to this kind of 
pressure is fairly obvious from the fact that 
no possible pressure could have come from 
public opinion. Policies that threaten 
millions of British workers’ jobs are not 
popular; they do not win elections. 

They were not in this case allowed to 
become issues in elections, however. G.S.P. 
was very much played down in the 1970 
Election; it is still played down now in 
politicians’ speeches and in the press. If it 
were given the prominence it deserves, it 
would be recognised as a national scandal. 

G.S.P. shows the utter dishonesty and 
hypocrisy of the Government’s protestations 
of concern about growing unemployment. 

We have said it many times before and 
we will say it again. Unemployment will only 
be seriously tackled when the Government 
shows its determination to give the British 
producer complete call on the British market, 
to pursue a national economic policy instead 
of international policies, to put Britain, and 
the British worker, first! 


tan 


WHY hasn’t the Catholic priesthood in the 
I.R.A.-controlled ‘no-go’ areas of Northern 
Ireland’s cities, demanded that local people 
obey the law and dismantle their barricades? 
Considering the hold that the Church of 
Rome has over the hearts and minds of 
ordinary Catholics, this could indeed be 
done. 

Are we to conclude that the silence of 
the Catholic Church derives from some tacit 
support for Republican Irish claims to 
Northern Ireland? 

Should this be the case, it would con- 
stitute unwarranted and unreasonable inter- 
ference in affairs of state. 

Make no mistake, this is not an unfair 
attack upon the Catholic Church. Nor is it 
“impolitic” to state the facts. The lessons of 
history are before us only too clearly .. . 

The Church of Rome supported the 
I.R.A.-style terrorists of the Croat (clerical- 
fascist) ‘Ustasha’ organisation in Yugoslavia 
both before and during World War II. 

A Catholic priest was even in charge of 
an ‘Ustasha’ concentration camp in the 
wartime “Independent State of Croatia” .. . 

In Brazil and Colombia today, left- 
wing “rebel” Catholic priests of Communist 
sympathies, openly take part in guerrilla 
warfare against the ruling authorities in those 
countries .. . 

Given the grim and dirty record of 
political intrigue and bloodshed, the Catholic 
Church would do well to disassociate itself 
from Republican Irish designs upon Northern 
Ireland. Failure to do so, could very well 
result in its being considered an accessory to 
anti-British subversion — and its being dealt 
with accordingly by outraged Loyalists. 


ALDERMAN George Gange, the Labour 
mayor of Harrow, has refused to wear the 
mayoral robes — because he believes that 
they symbolize Britain’s “corrupt” past. 

How typical this is of “socialist” 
attitudes! Labourites are always ready to 
tear down or throw over harmless traditions 
that symbolize the past. 

It is an attitude of mind no different 
from that of Mao’s “Red Guards’’ who 
mindlessly smashed up priceless works of art 
because they were ‘old’ and therefore not 
‘revolutionary °. 

Mayoral robes and the pomp and 
pageantry of the office of mayor provide 
visible links with our past. The colourful 
display is a vivid reminder of our traditions 
and heritage. 

What would a good socialist mayor 
wear? A boilersuit? 

If socialists really desired to have a 
crack at things which symbolize Britain’s 
“corrupt” past, they could demand the end 
of the present financial system — and its 
replacement by public control and a 
commodity-based money supply. 

Of course, this they would not do. 
Their malevolent envy can destroy only the 
harmless, not the truly harmful. 

That is the tragedy of socialism. 


MICHAEL LOBB 


IT has long been the impression of South 
London National Front members that 


Wandsworth Council for Community 
Relations was compcsed of White trash 
elements and the throw-outs of the West 
Indies. Now we have proof. 

It has been revealed that the WCCR has 
been banned from organising dances at 
Battersea Town Hall. Wandsworth’s Borough 
Services Committee complained of the “filthy 
state” of the Town Hall after WCCR evenings. 

Some examples: There were beer cans 
in the men’s toilets, although alcohol is not 
supposed to be sold at the Town Hall. 

The sanitary towel holder in the ladies 
was smashed and emptied. Cllr. Herbert 
Harrison said that “Every woman must have 
taken one home.” 

There were tins all around the hall; 
twelve whisky bottles and chicken bones were 
left lying about... 

All in all a fine and accurate advertise- 
ment for a multi-racial society. It is worth 
remembering that the Labour Party in 
Wandsworth bears the ultimate responsibility 
for all this. They give an annual subsidy to 
the WCCR without which it could not survive. 

No doubt the National Front will bring 
this fact home to the ratepayers and electors 
of Wandsworth in the next Council elections. 


DREARY news. Rail fares are going up once 
again. Yet this cannot be blamed upon 
railway workers getting higher wages; British 
Rail’s operating profit this year was 
£30,200,000. 

The annual report of the British Rail- 
ways Board published on May 24th, never- 
theless showed a Joss of £15,400,000 for 
1971. 

The reason? “Interest charges’. They 
amounted to a nonsensical and fantastic 
£45 600,000. 

Isn’t it high time that the railways 
were freed from this incubus of parasitical 
finance? 


THE coal mining industry made £34 million 
profit in 1970 — 71. After paying interest 
charges only £% million was left. Anyone 
who does not think that is a scandalous 
situation, must either be a dimwit or a 
Bank shareholder. 


IT is a frequent claim of the Communists 
that they stand up for the “British working 
class.” 

Whatever else the Communists do, or 
claim to do, standing up for the “British 
working class” is the one thing that they 
very definitely do not do. 

The Loyalist British working people of 
Northern Ireland may or may not prefer 
public ownership of industry to private 
ownership, but they do most ardently wish 
to remain united with the rest of the British 
people. The Communists say “No!”. The 
Communists support a “United Ireland” even 
though the vast majority of people in Ulster 
are against it! 

Look at immigration. The banking 
system (and the capitalist system of monetary 
management), led to inflation. Inflation led 
to expansion — and an excess of job avail- 
ability of labour. This put labour in a better 
bargaining position. The bosses’ answer was 
to import more labour — immigration. 

Did the Communists oppose the im- 
portation of labour? No, they stood, and still 
do stand, for unrestricted immigration. They 
played the bosses’ game. 

Who bore the brunt of immigration, in 
competition for employment, housing, edu- 
cation and welfare? The rich or the working 
class? 

Nowadays with the inevitable turn 
round of the economic situation, we have a 
million unemployed. We also have two to 
three million immigrants. Who is paying the 
price for immigration? 

The rich or the working class? 

And the Communists claim to speak 
for the “British working class”’! 

The Communists, of course, realise 
that the impact of Indian, Pakistani or 
Caribbean immigration will cause stresses and 
strains in our society (as will Republican Irish 
terrorism in Ulster). The Communists hope 
that by smashing up society they will be 
able to seize power... 

Communists understand the danger to 
social stability that comes from foreign 
immigration. 

In Eastern Europe, E. Germany and 
Hungary suffer from acute shortages of 
labour, but do they import immigrant 
workers by the million? 

They do not! They know that it would 
result in conflict and upheaval... 

Next time you hear Communists talking 
of “Black and White — Unite and Fight’’, ask 
them when East Germany is going to take its 
fair share of immigrant workers from the 
Third World. Or why Yugoslavia sends tens 
of thousands of workers to West Germany, 
but none to its labour-starved next door 
neighbour Hungary. 

The Communists operate a double 
standard — and the working people of 
Britain get the rough end of the deal. 

As I said, there is one thing the 
Communists in Britain do not do, and that is 
stand up for the “British working class”. 
Only the National Front does that. 


page five 


GENERAL HILTON was educated at Malvern 
College and the Royal Military Academy, 
Woolwich. He served with distinction in the 
First World War, being wounded in action. 
After the war, he served in the Indian 
Mounted Artillery from 1924-30. From 
1930 to 1933 he was a Staff Captain at the 
War Office, then he was in the British Exped- 
itionary Force sent to Europe at the outbreak 
of World War II, as Chief Instructor to the 
School of Artillery (Air). From 1941 to 
1944 he was Commander RA in the 15th 
(Scottish) Division and was again wounded 
in action. At the end of the war he was 
Brigadier, General Staff to the Allied Liber- 
ation Forces in Norway, then from 1947 to 
1948 was British Military Attache in Moscow. 

He has written several books, of which 
the best known is IMPERIAL OBITUARY. 
Others are: MILITARY ATTACHE IN 
MOSCOW, INDIAN MUTINY, N.W. FRON- 
TIER, NINE LIVES and THE THIRTEENTH 
POWER. 


THERE IS NOTHING new about guerrilla 
warfare in general. Its name dates from 
Napoleonic times, when the Spanish people 
used it with great effect against French 
regular troops endeavouring to occupy their 
country. But the idea itself is as old as war 
itself. Till now it has been based on the use 
of mountainous or forest country, from 
which small bands can deliver raids against 
an enemy’s vulnerable points. 

As such it has had limitations. 
Guerrillas can harass an army but can rarely 
destroy it. They cannot actually occupy 
territory themselves unless it is so sparsely 
inhabited as to be militarily of little impor- 
tance. They can only win a war by a slow 
process of exhaustion, causing their more 
powerful enemy to lose interest in a fruitless 
campaign. That at least was true until 
recently and is still true of the old-fashioned 
(or “rural’’) guerrilla war. 

But urban guerrilla war is something 
quite different. By no longer limiting itself to 
the “wildcountry” but by carrying its methods 
into the heart of great cities modern guerrilla 
war has become the warfare of the nineteen- 
seventies. It enforced Communism upon 
China. It is endangering the stability of 
governments throughout Latin America and 
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Africa. We ourselves have experienced it in 
many parts of the old British Empire — 
notably in Northern Ireland and Aden. 

This powerful new form of war could 
be used by us against any enemies of our 
country. But it can also be used against us 
and is being so used at this moment in Ulster. 
It behoves us therefore to study it very 
thoroughly. 

Why, for example, has the urban version 
of guerrilla war only so recently become 
fashionable? Most innovations of tactics or 
strategy have been caused by technical 
inventions — gunpowder for example, or the 
aeroplane, or the tank. But urban guerrilla 
warfare owes its birth to no such material 
change. It owes its birth to a change in the 
mental outlook of politicians. To see this 
we have only to analyse the ingredients of 
urban guerrilla wars. 

The first essential is that the guerrillas 
need a source of supply from which to obtain 
arms, money, and foreign specialists. This 
was true to a small extent in old-fashioned 
guerrilla war but the urban form is more 
intensive and needs appreciable outside help. 
In Ulster, for example, the Free State serves 
the purpose to say nothing of the help from 
Irish-Americans and others in the U.S.A. It 
is here that we first see the crippling effect 
of modern political thought. The fashionable 
catchword of today in political circles is 
“escalation”. On no account must any 
action be taken which might cause local 
fighting to “escalate” into a nuclear world 
war. So the enemies of Great Britain must 
be allowed to nourish rebellions on British 
territory without so much as a mild diplo- 
matic protest. 


FEARS FOR THE INNOCENT 


An essential for urban guerrillas is that 
the forces of law and order shall be hampered 
by fears of damaging innocent people. The 
guerrillas operate amid crowds of ordinary 
people, and cannot therefore be hit really 
hard without suffering to the civil popu- 
lation. The absurd situation in Londonderry, 
where “no go” areas persist, could be ended 
speedily in one of two ways — either by 
cutting their supplies of electricity, gas, 
water, and fuel or by a full-scale military 
assault. Either, it is true, would give 
suffering to civilians, but Ulster is in a state 


of war and all war brings suffering to the 
local population. 

A third way in which the ambivalence 
of politicians hampers the fighting forces in 
their treatment of urban guerrillas can be 
seen in the last days of Aden when Colonel 
Mitchell and his Argylls recaptured the 
Crater district in spite of political orders not 
to attempt such a task. 

Unfortunately we suffer at present 
from a plethora of timid and defeatist 
politicians. While this continues, our fighting 
forces will be hampered at every turn of their 
struggle against urban guerrillas on British 
soil. They will be hampered, too, in counter 
activities inside hostile states by our poli- 
ticians’ fears of “escalation”. Needless to 
say, any brave men who carry the war by 
urban guerrilla means into the cities of the 
Soviet Union or or China, would face 
politicians in no way hampered by the soft 
and timorous mentality which afflicts our 
own politicians. 

We cannot alter the tough outlook of 
foreign governments toward their own 
defence against urban guerrillas. Nor does 
this really matter. We can produce fighting 
men courageous enough to risk capture by 
the K.G.B. just as so many faced capture by 
the Gestapo not long ago. What we can and 
must do, as National Front members, is to 
re-educate public opinion in this country — 
and through it the outlook of our politicians 
— into a realistic attitude towards urban 
guerrilla activities in relation to the defence 
of this realm. 

We must start by converting our friends 
and acquaintances to the reality that the 
happenings in Ulster are war in its most 
modern form, and that war cannot be con- 
ducted in kid gloves. We must teach them to 
see that far more suffering has been inflicted 
upon Ulster women and children by this 
soft-hearted approach of our government 
than would have been caused by a quick and 
ruthss campaign by troops, helicopters, and 
police against the minority of gangsters 
lurking within the decent urban crowds. 

The answer to urban guerrilla work 
against our country is the acceptance of some 
civilian suffering to stamp out the evil germs 
within the mass. There is no other way. No 
time should be lost in mentally preparing our 
fellow-countrymen to accept this outlook 
before a much more formidable urban 
guerrilla crisis than Ulster confronts us. 
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Television 
- The 


Most 


Dangerous 
And 
Disruptive 
Invention 


The following column was written for the 
London Express Service by Angus Maud, 
Conservative member of the House of 
Commons. 


I HAVE only one question to put to you for 
discussion, and I propose to answer it 
myself. 

You can still argue about it afterwards, 
of course. 

What is the most dangerous and dis- 
ruptive invention of the twentieth century? 

The atom bomb? The guided missile? 
The motor car? You could make a case for 
each of these, but my choice is different. 

Television. 

Its menace is more subtle than that of 
the others, and it is not so obviously lethal; 
but it is nonetheless revolutionary. 

It is changing the world by stealth. It 
is even changing you. 

It is distorting and disrupting the 
patterns of social and family living. It is 
becoming a political influence of terrifying 
proportions — the more terrifying because it 
often appears to be unguided, motiveless 
and uncontrolled. 


ENSLAVING INFLUENCE ON HOME 


There can be no doubt about its 
enslaving influence on the home. 

How many families now relax together 
before and during the evening meal, re- 
counting to one another the events of the 


day? 

As often as not the late arrival, perhaps 
eager to impart some exciting news, is 
greeted with a baleful chorus of silencing 
hisses from the hypnotized zombies around 
the box. 

The television promoters tell us smugly 
that the influence of TV is socially beneficial, 
since it helps to keep the family at home in 
the evenings and at weekends. But what is 
the good of a united family if all its members 
are either in a trance or collectively having 
their taste and judgment corrupted? 

Television has inhibited social visiting 
and conversation. It has reduced the amount 
of reading for pleasure or intellectual profit. 


AN ADDICTIVE DRUG 


It keeps children up too late at night, 
and stops many of them from ever taking up 
a hobby. 

Television is in fact an addictive drug. 
It has many of the same psychological effects 
as the milder hallucinogens. It dulls the wits 
and the perception, distorts mental perspec- 
tives, and encourages an attitude of idle 
passivity. 

It can, of course, be entertaining, and 
even occasionally useful. So can many 
potentially dangerous drugs. For some it can 
be a good servant, but it is always a bad 
master. It enslaves its addicts and reshapes 
their lives — even their minds. 

I threw my set out of the house some 
time ago — and largely, at the urging of my 
own children. 

They explained that whenever they sat 
down to a good programme, they found 
themselves still glued to the box an hour or 
more after it had finished, listlessly watching 
some dreary nonsense which was just wasting 
time that could have been better spent. 

They agreed, or course, that they could 
simply have switched it off. But if even one 
of them wanted to see the next programme, 
the rest found it increasingly hard just to get 
up and go. 

How many people really succeed in 
rationing their viewing time in a disciplined 
way? 


NAUSEATING COMMERCIALS 


Another thing that I have against TV is 
that it has closed down hundreds of local 
motion picture houses. 

This has made life more difficult for 
many young courting couples, now denied a 
refuge where they could sit blissfully en- 
twined in the dark. 

It has abolished the weekly evening out 
for many housewives, condemned instead to 
stay at home and make tea during the 
nauseating commercials. And a good cinema 
film, designed for the large screen and the 
participation of a big audience, just does not 
have the same impact on the box in the living 
room. 


Ah, you may say, but think of all the 
happy laughter in the home, of those really 
interesting and instructive programmes you 
see sometimes. But it is the total effect 
that counts. 

TV has brought a lot of pleasure to old 
people living alone. Not, however, an un- 
mixed blessing. It has helped progressively to 
immobilise many elderly people, who would 
have been physically and mentally better for 
making a more active use of some of their 
time. 

The old sound radio, before it got 
trendy and TV drew off its best talent, did 
more good and less harm. It might send you 
to sleep, but it didn’t hypnotise you. 


MOST DAMNING INDICTMENT 


Perhaps I haven’t convinced you yet? 
But the most damning indictment is still to 
come. 

If you want to know what television 
can do to rot the fibre of a nation and destroy 
its morale, just look at the effects on the U.S. 
of American TV coverage of the Vietnam war. 

The people were persuaded that their 
courage and sacrifices had been wasted. Self- 
lessness and patriotism were mocked. 

To the commentators nothing is valu- 
able or praiseworthy any more. And this 
subversion of public opinion was brought 
about so neatly and cleverly in the sacred 
name of truth and information by such very 
well motivated people. 

Or were they? 

At any rate, they have gone a long way 
towards destroying the American defensive 
shield. 

And you think it could not happen 
here? Have you been watching the British 
TV treatment of the Ulster troubles since 
they started in 1969? If so, are you still so 


sure? 


INSTANT, PREFABRICATED OPINIONS 


And this nonsense about widening 
mental horizons and “bringing the world into 
the living room!” 

All the box is doing is to substitute 
instant, prefabricated opinions based on in- 
adequate knowledge for the slow, sound 
reasoning, founded on instinct and common 
sense, that has been the secret of British 
political stability. 

No political or social issue is ever 
treated properly and objectively in depth. As 
often as not the programmes are either wholly 
superficial or slanted by a “committed” 
producer or interviewer. 

Issues are presented as a clash between 
extreme viewpoints, each equally remote 
from any possible compromise solution. 

Some of this is just the work of en- 
thusiastic technicians besotted with the ideal 
of “‘lively television”. Sometimes the motive 
is, I think, a little more suspect, even sinister. 
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IT HAS NOW come to be treated almost as 
accepted routine that every two or three 
years the patriotic cause in Britain suffers a 
bout of internal fighting that threatens to 
destroy its unity. Perhaps the only difference 
in recent years, as distinct from the more 
distant past, is that the threat has not 
materialised to any significant extent. After 
much quarrelling and a few resignations, we 
have closed ranks and carried on as before. 

These events have their origin in two 
factors. One is the great limitations of 
certain individuals, their weakness, gullibility, 
personal frustrations, jealousies and ven- 
dettas. 

The other is of much more sinister 
import. It is the determination of the enemy 
establishment to foment division in our ranks 
by playing upon these human frailties and 
exploiting them to the utmost. 

While the first factor is there to be 
seen in all its glaring nakedness, the second is 
never easy to prove but rests on a common- 
sense assessment that if we were in our 
enemy’s shoes this strategy of divide-and- 
conquer would be the obvious one for us to 
use, given the sensitive points in the patriotic 
flanks. 

And of course there are always people 
amongst us who are ready to be used as 
putty in the enemy’s hands. Apart from the 
characteristics already described, these people 
display an always recurring blind spot — a 
total inability to assimilate the lessons of the 
past. 

Despite volumes of evidence that 
splinter-groups never achieve anything for 
our side but benefit only the enemy side, 
despite a repeated pattern in the way that 
splintering comes about — the self-righteous 
arguments, the accusations, the public 
postures that so often mislead as to private 
motives, the little meetings in pubs that only 
a few are told about, the protestations that 
all is in the long run ‘for the good of the 
party’ — there are still amongst us a few who 
fail to recognise the symptoms of a very 
ancient disease, and with not always ill intent 
lend their hand to the performance of the 
enemy’s work. 


SENSITIVE POINT 


The enemy, for his part, knows the 
most sensitive point in our own defence and 
gnaws at it for all he is worth. Our move- 
ment by its very nature attracts people from 
a great variety of political backgrounds, as 
well as people with no political background 
at all. What unites us is not what we 
believed in or served in the past but what we 
believe in and serve today. If we were 
required to agree on the former, we would 
never have made even the first tentative steps 
towards being a unified force. We would 
remain an uncoordinated, quarrelling rabble. 
We became a unified force — as we must do 
to obtain any national influence — by 
showing the maturity to transcend past 
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SPEARHEAD comments on the latest manifestation of an old sickness 


DIVIDE AND 


CONQUER: WHY 
THEY KEEP TRYING 


opinions and associations. 

It is always the enemy’s design to place 
the hands of the clock in reverse and take us 
back to the day when we stood for different 
things, contrary things, conflicting things, so 
that what will seem greatest to us is not the 
common cause for which we fight now but 
the diverse and often mutually antagonistic 
causes that we served in times past. Of 
course, if that is done we break ranks and 
scatter in a hundred different directions. 
The enemy laughs in triumph: he is safe! 

How easily this can be done can be 
confirmed by those who have seen the tech- 
nique in action. Just a quiet word in 
someone’s ear suggesting that “we will never 
get anywhere while we have people like so- 
and-so in the party.” So-and-so being of 
course someone who came to us from a 
different direction to the person being 
whispered to, perhaps even something rather 
extreme! The time for this little ploy to be 
tried out is important, and has to be chosen 
carefully. It is at its most effective after a 
disappointing election result or at a period at 
which the local branch is getting rather poor 
turn-outs at meetings and activities. 

These occasions always arise in the 
career of any movement. The question is 
how to react to them. The strong and 
determined types simply take them as a signal 
that greater efforts must be made, greater 
leadership shown to inert members and 
patience shown in the event of slow results. 
They take it as a sign that they must be more 
professional in their approach, more pro- 
ficient and more resolute. 

But there will always be some weaker 
ones who react differently. When they are 
frustrated with progress, they look around 
for simple and facile explanations — com- 
bined with easy panaceas for the correction 
of things. The image of the movement has to 
be repainted; there has to be a purge of the 
members who might frustrate the creation 
of this ‘new image’, whatever the loss that 
that would involve in active zeal. The policy 
points have to be altered, so as to avoid 
offending people here, and then people 
there. These solutions are actually dreamed 
about as if they were substitutes for the real 
task at hand. It is like the man who is 


dissatisfied with the performance of his car, 
and who imagines that the cause is its colour, 
its shape, its name of manufacture, and every 
imaginable thing except the state of the 
engine! 


“CHANGE OUR IMAGE” 


Throughout the entire career, of the 
National Front, there have been those in its 
ranks who have thought that national support 
on a big scale was something that would 
drop into our lap the very moment that we 
announced our existence, instead of having 
to be worked for and fought for over many 
years of hard struggle, and who have always 
whined that if the movement changed its 
‘image’ according to their specifications (in 
the futile hope that it would then escape the 
hostility of the press!) it would jump ahead 
in leaps and bounds. But in fact there was 
founded another political movement at 
almost exactly the same time as the NF, with 
almost identical objectives but with none of 
the so-called ‘bad image’ attributed to us, 
none of the controversial figures in its 
leadership that we have; a movement that 
indeed conformed perfectly to the very 
specifications desired. 

Where is this movement now? One 
scarcely ever hears of it, and all available 
evidence is that it is next to being defunct. 
The NF has at various times scooped up 
whole branches belonging to it, due to their 
members waiting in vain for action and in 
the end turning to someone else who would 
give action. If there are any branches 
remaining, they can be doing very little. A 
meeting it held in London recently attracted 
an audience of about fifty, most of which 
were NF members who had gone along out 
of pure curiosity. 

This other movement has not attracted 
mass support; it has not attracted a fraction 
of the support of the National Front. Why? 

The answer is not to be found in 
‘images’, ‘reputations’, controversial figures, 
or the lack of them, among the membership 
and leadership. It is not to be found in 
titles, programmes, facades. 

It is to be found in the performance of 
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people: people who work hard and long into 
the night, night after night, as distinct from 
people who play at the thing; people who 
stand up and fight, instead of running away; 
people who are spurred by initial failure to 
greater effort in contrast to people who get 
discouraged and pack up. People who apply 
to the job the attitude of the dedicated 
professional, instead of that of the amateur 
and dabbler. 

Just as this truth can be borne out by 
comparing our movement with this other 
movement, so can it be borne out by com- 
paring the performance of parts of our 
movement with other parts, areas with other 
areas. 

Two branches of the NF come to mind 
which lie practically adjacent to one another. 
Over the past year one has had great success 
and attracted a lot of support; the other has 
faded and lost ground. 

The leader of the successful branch is 


a man of mature years who in his younger 
days belonged to a political movement which 
most would regard as ‘extreme’. The leader 
of the less successful branch was until 
recently a man in his thirties with no such 
previous associations. 

The past record of one man did not 
prevent his branch getting support; the lack 
of any such record of the other man did not 
prevent his branch flopping. 

What then did make the difference? 
The difference was that the older man, 
despite his years, is a tireless worker, a 
dedicated activist with a truly professional 
approach; the younger man was utterly 
inept and unreliable, spending more time 
boozing than on real activity. 

The older man has changed some of his 
views in the course of his life, no doubt. He 
no longer supports a movement which is 
identified with extremist philosophies, but 
serves one that is based on British democracy. 


WORTH REPRINTING 


The following letter was published in a 
recent issue of THE ECONOMIST. 


Sir—I have just read your editorial, “ Can 
Ulster forget?” (April 1st), and, like so 
many other journalistic and political com- 
mentaries from around the world on the 
subject of Ulster, it completely depresses 
me. I have yet to see in the world’s news 
media, or hear from a responsible politi- 
cian, any sympathy for the Protestant 
population of Northern Ireland, and yet 
they are the only people to emerge from 
the gory mess with any honour; and I 
have yet to hear or read any commen- 
tary that indicates that the commentator 
has any comprehension of the fundamen- 
tal reasons for the trouble in Ulster. 

I am continually mystified at the 
acceptance of the double standard of 
justice that is applied throughout the 
world towards Wasps (white, Anglo-Saxon 
Protestants) and non-Wasps. The double 
standard is accepted even by Wasps 
themselves, as if suffering from a massive 
guilt complex over their colonial past 
and indulging in self destruction as 
expiation. A non-Wasp can throw stones 
at, shoot at, murder, maim, kidnap, 
assassinate, steal from a Wasp and his 
behaviour is excused as the understandable 
reaction of a member of a poor, oppres- 
sed, discriminated-against minority. If the 
Wasp turns on his tormentor he is branded 
a fascist pig, an imperialist oppressor. 
American negroes, who are unquestionably 
guilty of savage murder, are hailed as 
heroic fighters against oppression by 
educated and_ supposedly _ intelligent 
people, white as well as black. It is 
reasonable for the French Canadians to 
agitate for the preservation of their lan- 
guage and “Frenchness”, but if an 
Anglo-Saxon wants to retain his British 
heritage he is a colonial blimp. 

The events of “ Bloody Sunday ” raised 
screams of rage around the world, The 
local branch of the Irish mafia organised 
a march on the British consulate in 
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Toronto, the New York branch started 
a boycott of British goods, Ted Kennedy 
got up on his soapbox and spewed out 
invective about Britain’s My Lai, and 
detailed pictures were spread across the 
newspapers and television screens. But 
when the IRA massacred and maimed 
women and children in the Abercorn 
restaurant atrocity, these self-righteous 
bigots remained silent. 

Cardinal Conway, the spiritual leader 
of Ireland’s Roman Catholics, has just 
called for an end to the violence: “ What 
right have you [to Sean MacStiofain] to 
continue the campaign of violence against 
the unanimous voice of the Irish 
people?” At the same time he com- 


plained that if IRA violence had ceased 
after the British initiative four people 
would not have died. In the good 
Cardinal’s Christian ethics, apparently, 
the IRA did have a mandate for the 
violence and murder before the British 
initiative. If the Irish Catholics, the 
Catholic church and the Lynch mob had 
not sheltered the IRA murderers, over 
250 people would not have died. Such 
monumental hypocrisy is nauseating. 

The IRA has been guilty of the most 
savage atrocities ever perpetrated by man 
against his fellow man, and the British 
Government has seen fit to come to terms 
with these savages at the expense of the 
democratic rights of an honourable seg- 
ment of the British people. The British 
Government has an unenviable record of 
double-dealing in international affairs, and 
its perfidy was predictable. The depress- 
ing aspect is that the British people seem 
to condone the Government’s action and 
for the sake of expediency have turned 
against their own kin. 

There are no guts nor backbone left in 
the British race. The breed is dying, and 
Heath is about to hammer the last two 
nails into the coffin. Unfortunately, 
democracy will die with the people who 
developed it—yYours faithfully, 

Weston, Ontario Grant FINtay 


But he retains the personal qualities that 
have been with him over all the years, and 
applies them with a zeal that is-an inspiration 
to all other members. 

Yet according to some people this man 
should occupy no position in our movement 
because of political affiliations of years ago 
and because, in theory, those affiliations of 
years ago will deter would-be supporters! 

It is upon these asinine thoughts that 
the skilled and practised disrupter plays with 
great cleverness. He moves in and seeks out 
the movement’s perpetual malcontents: those 
with frustrated ambition, those with personal 
hates against some other member, those who 
are temperamentally incapable of sustained 
effort and are eternally on the look-out for 
the quick and easy path to power, sometimes 
those who are nothing more than pure snobs 
and who can easily be made resentful of 
others in the movement who come from a 
different social class. These various sources 
of discontent are distilled gradually into an 
unpleasant brew of trouble and rebellion, but 
on their own they are not enough to bring 
rebellion to fruition. 


IMPORTANT INGREDIENT 


They need one more important in- 
gredient: the basically decent and sincere 
member who has no axe to grind and who 
genuinely wants to do the best thing for the 
cause. Without representation amongst such 
people, rebellion has little chance of 
credibility: its countenance is too twisted; 
it lacks enough of the aura of good intentions. 

This type of member can find himself 
a party to disruption if he is sufficiently new 
to our struggle and has not yet assimilated 
the hard lessons of many years campaigning. 
He is accustomed still to deriving much of 
his political thoughts from the daily papers, 
even though he likes to think that he has 
broken free of them. He is yet at a stage of 
political development at which theories which 
propose short cuts to power can impress 
him. He is not yet a veteran of the patriotic 
struggle, with the memory of past splinterings 
and their futility imprinted on his mind. 

All these ingredients were recently 
fused into a cocktail hurled into the member- 
ship ranks of the National Front, aiming at 
yet another attempt to tear it apart. The 
attempt has dismally failed, and its authors 
have departed into the political wilderness 
making outsize fools of themselves in the 
process. Is this the last time that such a 
thing will be tried? No it is not. The players 
have left the stage but the themes of the 
pantomime will continue always to exercise 
a seductive influence, and new players will 
in time be found to enact them. Let us be 
on our guard against them and let us 
recognise them when we see them. They are 
not only part of the interplay of politics; 
they are part of the wider interplay of life. 
They either cripple us or educate us according 
to how we react to them. 
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END ULSTER ANARCHY! 


The foilowing is the text of the speech 
given by John Tyndall, Acting Chairman of the 


National Front and Editor of SPEARHEAD to 
the NF Ulster meeting at Conway Hall, London 
W.C.1, on June 27th. 


Ladies and Gentlemen, 


We have gathered here tonight to declare 
our solidarity with the British Loyalists of Northern 
Ireland, and it is of the greatest importance that 
we have done so. Loyalty is a sentiment that 
cannot indefinitely operate one way. It has to be 
returned if it is to endure. 

What we have seen in the last year is one 
after another passionate declaration of loyalty on 
the part of the Majority in Northern Ireland to- 
wards ourselves — towards Britain, towards the 
Crown and British Constitution. And what we 
have seen here in the Capital of Britain, the heart 
of Britain, has been not loyalty but betrayal. I say 
this because the stench of betrayal permeates every 
action and every decision that has been directed at 
Northern Ireland by the Heath Government. 

Nothing is more important than for it to be 
demonstrated to the people of Northern Ireland 
that there are people here who understand their 
plight, who return their loyalty, who support their 
struggle to remain British. 

I want to say a word about Northern 
Ireland, about Loyal Ireland, for the benefit of 
those here who may feel that it’s all something a 
long way away; a problem that doesn’t concern us 
here in London; something that doesn’t affect us, 
like immigration perhaps, like rising prices, like 
unemployment affect us. There may be some who 
actually feel that because Northern Ireland is a long 
way away, and because it’s not very big anyway, we 
ought to get out; we ought to be prepared to let 
it go — for all the trouble that it brings us. There 
may be some who actually feel that it isn’t our 
country at all. This wouldn’t be surprising — 
because due to some peculiar deficiency in our 
education system most of our children are brought 
up to think of this country as just England — with 
Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland as some kind 
of unnatural appendages, tied on the end with a 
piece of string. This has always baffled me and 
always irritated me — as one whose parents were 
Anglo-Scots on one side and Irish (Loyal Irish) on 
the other side. It has always baffled and irritated 
me to hear Englishmen talk about Northern 
Ireland and the Irish Loyalists as if they were 
something foreign and therefore something ex- 
pendable. 

Well, there’s something which we in this 
part of the world ought to know about the Loyal 
Irish. They’re not big in numbers, they’re a tiny 
percentage of the British Isles. But this tiny 
percentage has provided more great commanders 
of the British Army than anyone else by far. The 
number of great leaders that we have had in war 
who came from Loyal Irish families is something 
that you wouldn’t believe until you study the 
record: Montgomery, Alexander and Auchinleck 
in the last war; Roberts, Kitchener and the great 
Duke of Wellington himself, just to name a few. 
And not only this . . . an extraordinary number of 
Our greatest poets, writers, composers and states- 
men came from the same stock. Make no mistake 
about it — the whole of the history of this country 
and Commonwealth is enriched by the deeds of 
Loyal Irishmen. We probably wouldn’t be a free 
nation today were it not for the deeds of Loyal 
Irishmen. And let anyone who says that the 
Loyal Irish are expendable, let him be told of 
what he owes to them. 

It is because of what we owe to the 
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Loyalists of Ireland, because of the contribution 
that they have made to the greatness of Britain, 
that those who are dedicated to destroying Britain 
are so determined to take from us this priceless 
part of our country, this proud and distinguished 
part of our people. 

There is another good reason why they 
want to take Ulster away from us. I quote none 
other than Winston Churchill when he was writing 
to the Prime Minister of Northern Ireland about 
1940. He said: 

“We were alone and single handed and had 
to face the full fury of the German attack, raining 
down death and destruction on our cities, and still 
more deadly, seeking to strangle our life by cutting 
off entry to our ports of the ships which brought 
us our food and the weapons we so sorely needed. 

“Only one great channel of entry remained 
open. That channel remained open because loyal 
Ulster gave us the full use of Northern Irish ports 
and waters, and thus ensured the free working of 
the Clyde and the Mersey. 

“But for the loyalty of Northern Ireland 
and its devotion to what has now become the 
cause of 30 nations, we should have been con- 
fronted with slavery and death.” 


GREAT PATRIOTISM FOR BRITAIN 


Perhaps it’s characteristic of the times that 
this great patriotism for Britain, and this refusal to 
bargain or compromise with the enemies of Britain, 
that has been shown by the Loyalists of Northern 
Ireland is sneered at and looked down upon by the 
trendy intellectuals who scribble in the columns of 
The Times and The Observer and classified as 
‘extremism’. When we hear this cry of ‘extremist’ 
go out, we know exactly what it means. We’ve 
plenty of experience of being on the receiving end 
of it. It means in the context of today that kind 
of person who knows no middle way between the 
preservation of his heritage and the surrender of 
his heritage, and who looks with suspicion and 
doubt on every attempt to pursue such a middle 
way by politicians and by governments. 

What is the greatest reason for all this 
trouble in Northern Ireland? What is the biggest 
factor that has caused us to muddle along from 
one crisis to another, while the killings continue? 
It is this mentality that is reflected in the press, 
and which prevails at Westminster, that believes 
that there can be a middle way between a Northern 
Ireland loyal to Britain and a Northern Ireland 
bombed and machine-gunned into the Irish 
Republic, a middle way between the reign of 
terror and the complete suppression and elimin- 
ation of terror, a middle way between the anarchy 
of the no-go areas and the firmly established law 
and order under which the Majority in Northern 
Ireland wish to live. 

The Heath ‘initiative’ (was there ever a word 
so much stood on its head?) and the policies of 
Mr. Whitelaw that have come out of it are the 
tragic products of this illusion that such a middle 
way can exist. Only people living under illusions 
could take seriously, for instance, all this present 
talk about a cease-fire. What is this talk about 
cease-fire worth? The IRA, after murdering 100 
of our soldiers and hundreds more innocent 
civilians, suddenly announce, as if in some tremen- 
dous gesture of magnanimity, that they’re going 
to stop shooting and bombing as from today. 
Immediately all the followers of the Heath and 
Whitelaw line start jumping about and proclaiming 
that this looks as if it could be a victory for their 
policy of appeasement. But surely their sense of 
history should tell them what a pipe-dream this is. 
We have half a century of testimony to the fact 
that the terrorists in Ireland will never finally put 


down their arms until an all-Irish Republic is 
achieved. If there is a lull in the shootings and the 
explosions, that isn’t because of any basic change 
of heart, any basic change of objective; it’s 
nothing more than a sign that the terrorists are 
taking a breather, replenishing their armoury and 
planning new offensives at a later date — and that 
for the moment they see more chance of getting 
what they want by politics than by violence. 

Anybody who believes that the IRA have 
called a cease-fire for any other reasons than these 
is a monumental fool. They can only have called a 
cease-fire because they have been given good reason 
to believe that this Government is prepared to 
make concessions to them that will serve their 
purpose better in the long run — that’s what I mean 
by getting what they want by politics — and 
because in the meantime they believe that they’re 
going to be granted the conditions which will 
allow them to recuperate their strength for further 
battles ahead. This is why the Loyalists in Northern 
Ireland regard this cease-fire as a dangerous sham. 
They ask, as we ask, what deal has Willie Whitelaw 
made with the IRA in return for a stop in the 
bombing nd shooting? What new compromise is 
planned? What new sell-out of the Loyalists is in 
the offing? 

Mr. Whitelaw seeks to reassure us on this 
point. He says that there will be no taking of 
Northern Ireland out of Britain and into the Irish 
Republic without the consent of the Majority of 
people in Northern Ireland, and these are broadly 
the same words that have been used by Mr. Heath. 
But it is this very choice of words that we ought 
to be worried about. It’s a choice of words full of 
hidden meanings, full of question marks, full of 
‘ifs’ and ‘buts’. 


INTEGRITY OF OUR COUNTRY 


Any Government that really had the will to 
maintain the integrity of its country would insist 
that no part of that country would ever be given 
away under any conditions. In other words, it 
would be sufficient to say that Northern Ireland 
will not leave the United Kingdom and will not 
join the Irish Republic — full stop. Why add on the 
supplementary clause at the end about the consent 
of the Majority? We know that the Majority does 
not consent, so what is the need to talk as if it 
might? If I may make an attempt to penetrate 
through the jungle of verbiage, the jungle of subtle 
phrases and double-meanings that have become the 
trade mark of Westminster rhetoric whenever the 
subject of Ulster comes up, the message is: the 
Majority doesn’t want to leave the United Kingdom 
at the present time, but it may be persuaded in the 
future, and when it is what an easier life we’ll all 
have! That is the message that I read in the jargon 
of Mr. Whitelaw and Mr. Heath. Is that what the 
IRA reads in it too? Does the IRA read: yes, you 
are going to get your all-Irish Republic eventually. 
At the moment there’s just the little technicality 
that the Majority opposes it, but have no fear — 
we'll overcome that in time! 

This seems to be confirmed by the reports 
of journalists of their unofficial conversations with 
representatives of the Conservative Party. The 
mood is that a United Ireland is thought to be the 
only eventual solution. All that is in dispute is how 
it’s going to be achieved. It’s simply another 
version of the sell-out on the instalment plan that 
has been the theme of British policy all over the 
world since the end of the last war. A sell-out is 
decided upon because the Government hasn’t the 
guts to stand up to Britain’s enemies, but it has to 
be a gradual sell-out because neither has the 
Government the guts to stand up to Britain’s 
friends, and tell them face-to-face that the intention 
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is to betray them. It happened with the Whites in 
Kenya, then in Rhodesia. Now it’s happening to 
the Loyalists in Northern Ireland. While every 
kind of bland assurance is given in public, in 
private the Queen’s ministers are conducting shady 
deals with alien powers — yet another one of the 
Queen’s territories, yet another part of the Queen’s 
loyal subjects are up for mortgage! 

You may say that this is a harsh judgement 
of the motives of this Government. You may say 
that that isn’t what the majority of the leaders of 
the Government want to do, that they’re by and 
large more honourable men than that. I don’t 
doubt that many of them are honourable men, who 
don’t want to double-cross the Loyalists of Northern 
Ireland, who don’t necessarily want to sell-out the 
Loyalists of Northern Ireland. But the trouble is 
that even among the more honourable men in this 
Government the same sort of illusions exist as 
those that we see behind the policies of Mr. 
Whitelaw and behind the present euphoria about a 
cease-fire. And the great illusion, the vital illusion, 
is the idea that you can conciliate men dedicated 
for half a century to violence and terror in pursuit 
of their aims — except by surrendering to them and 
granting those aims. 


TWO OBJECTIVES THAT MATTER 


There are two objectives that matter in 
Ulster, and two alone — when all the verbiage has 
been stripped away; two objectives where Britain 
is concerned. One must be peace: the other must 
be the preservation of British rule. And to any 
Government worthy of the traditions of this 
country, worthy of respect from the rest of the 
world, important though the first objective is, the 
second objective must always be the paramount 
one. 

How are we going to get peace — while 
preserving British rule? — and, after all, that is what 
this Government still says it wants to do. How are 
we going to get these things? 

We will never get these things until we 
recognise the first priority, the first task; the task 
that this Government and the last Government have 
shirked from the very beginning; the task which, 
when all the sweet panaceas and idealistic formulae 
have been talked about ad nauseam, when all the 
‘initiatives’ and peace-offerings, all the ‘political 
solutions’ have been tried to the limit, is still the 
first duty. It has remained the first task and the 
first duty since all the trouble started. What is that 
task? What isthatduty? It is nothing less than the 
defeat and annihilation of the IRA as a force in 
Northern Ireland. Until this happens, there yon’t 
be peace — at least a permanent peace — and there 
won’t be British rule. 

Every remedy, every programme, every for- 
mula that has been produced by this Government 
has tried to skate round this task, to circumvent it 
or to push it under the carpet like dirt that we’re 
not prepared to.clear up. Every great project that 
has aimed to bring the warring communities 
together, every great gesture for brotherly love and 
reason and conciliation has been based on a 
pretence — the pretence that if the Irish Republican 
Army is not annoyed, not upset, not provoked, it’ll 
just be a good little boy and go away. It is the 
lunacy of this way of thinking that has provided 
the tragedy of Ulster. 

The true fact of the situation is that the 
IRA is like a canker in the body of Northern 
Ireland. Unless it is got out, unless it is eliminated, 
it will keep coming back. It may stop aggravating 
for a time, but it will always be there; and it will 
an with a vengeance, just that bit stronger than 

ore. 


IDEAL CONDITIONS FOR L.A. 


As things are now, the IRA has it made. No 
guerilla group, no revolutionary, subversive army in 
history could have dreamt of such ideal conditions 
in which to wage its campaign. The IRA has first 
of all a base, a base where its members can live 
unmolested — not in the territory of another 
country, but right in the territory of the very 


country in which it’s operating. In that base it can 
not only live unmolested; it can train, recruit, 
organise and plan; it can store arms and it can 
obtain sustenance — without payment but by 
intimidation — from the civilian populace. It can 
go out of that base when it wants and return when 
it wants. It doesn’t even have to pay rent or rates 
for its accommodation. These are provided by 
courtesy of the very establishment it happens to 
be fighting — that of the British Crown. 

Last but not least, while sitting comfortably 
in its base the IRA can rely on an army of news- 
paper, radio and television reporters to come 
backwards and forwards interviewing its leaders 
and relaying their propaganda around the world. 

This is the farcical situation that exists in 
the so-called ‘no-go’ areas, which this Government 
has given the orders must not be disturbed. 

It is in this situation that the young British 
soldier is expected to do his round of duty — a 
round of duty surely not asked of any serving 
soldier in the history of arms. He stands to be shot 
at, blown up at any time and in any place by an 
enemy that lurks in the dark. And yet it is an 
enemy that his political leaders will not allow him 
to fight and will not allow him to defeat. His 
operations are circumscribed by a multitude of 
petty rules and regulations drawn up by politicians 
with a view to not offending Ulster Republicans, 
Mr. Jack Lynch, Irish American Catholics, members 
of the Common Market — to say nothing of the 
multitude of pink liberals who infest the House of 
Commons and the channels of the national mass 
media. ‘ 
Who would envy the young British soldier 
in Ulster today? Who would envy his wife or his 
mother or his father, who know that any day he is 
liable to be found dead in the gutter, having given 
his young life fighting a war that his Government 
doesn’t want to win? 

Everyone of the hundred British soldiers 
who has died in Northern Ireland represents a life 
that might be preserved today had we had in these 
last years a Government with the guts and the will 
to stand by the Army in Northern Ireland and give 
it the orders to go in and finish the job. Instead we 
have a hundred corpses, and hundreds more civilian 
corpses, whose gravestones are marked “They died 
we know not for what — and their blood stains the 
hands of every British politician who has supported 
appeasement in Ulster.” 


DISEASE IN BRITISH POLITICS 


This is the sorry story of Northern Ireland 
today, but it’s not all. I think that what is 
happening in Northern Ireland is indicative of a 
disease running right through British politics. The 
Ulster tragedy is before all else the result of our 
having men in Westminster who haven’t got the 
will, the calibre or the nerve to govern. 

The test of any men with the qualities to 
govern is their preparedness, when confronted with 
a threat to civil order and to the integrity of their 
territory and to national unity, to use all the force 
and all the power necessary to deal with that 
threat. It is their preparedness to recognise a state 
of war when it exists, and to deal with the nation’s 
enemies according to the rules of war and not 
according to the ordinary everyday rules of crime 
prevention. 

What this Government, and the last Govern- 
ment, have shown is that if any group of people in 
the United Kingdom are determined on some 
campaign of disruption, providing that they are 
aggressive enough and nasty enough and vicious 
enough, established authority will take fright, and 
instead of ciushing them, negotiate with them, do a 
bargain with them and go half way with them — 
and sometimes give in to them completely. 

We saw this in the capitualtion of authority 
to the disrupters of cricket matches with the South 
Africans in 1970, when instead of acting firmly 
against the promoters of civil disobedience it acted 
against ordinary people enjoying the time honoured 
Englishman’s right to play and watch sports with 
whom he likes. Why did it do so? Because it was 
easier. Because it involved less trouble, less strife, 


perhaps less bloodshed. Because it didn’t involve 
employing the full powers of law enforcement. 
Because it was, in a phrase, the line of least 
resistance. 

We saw it again in the surrender to high- 
jackers of aeroplanes in the Jordan Desert in the 
same year. Instead of dealing with the high-jackers 
with all the necessary force at their command,,the 
Government made a bargain with them, and they 
went away laughing. It was the same thing again — 
pitiful cowardice and appeasement. 

We have seen it again in the failure to deal 
with violent pickets outside coal depots during the 
recent strike. We have seen it in the failure to 
implement the Industrial Relations Act by dealing 
with the men who have broken the law under 
the Act. 

We see it in a hundred different ways, month 
in, month out. The capitulation of authority, the 
abdication of government, the belief that weakness 
in the face of trouble-makers is a greater virtue 
than strength. 


WHAT OUR DUTY IS 


This party has a duty to do all it can to 
support those in Northern Ireland who fight for the 
preservation of British rule. It has a duty to see to 
it that the bonds of loyalty that tie the Province 
of Northern Ireland to the United Kingdom are as 
strongly defended here as across the Irish sea — and 
this has nothing to do with religion, for all patriotic 
Catholics in this country must see this as a duty 
just as patriotic Protestants do. 

But our duty goes much further. It is to 
work, without let up, for many years if need be, 
for the whole of our lives if necessary, for the 
establishment once again in this country of Govern- 
ment that carries real authority and is prepared to 
use that authority to the very limit in protecting 
British interests at home and abroad and in fighting 
all those who threaten those interests at home 
and abroad. 

I think there can be no better way of 
ending tonight than with this message to the 
Loyalists of Ulster:— 

Nothing has been more inspiring to us in 
these times than your fight to preserve your 
heritage, your fight to remain British — in the face 
of every attempt to drive you away from your 
loyalties, from your true country, from the nation 
your fathers have served for centuries and in which 
you hold such a place of honour. 

We have been inspired by your great demon- 
strations of British patriotism and nationalism; we 
have been inspired by the fortitude of your people 
in the face of unceasing terror and intimidation, in 
particular the fortitude of your womenfolk, who 
have been every bit as much in the front line of 
battle as your men. Through all these trials, your 
determination not to abandon your Queen and 
country, not to submit to a foreign regime and a 
foreign way of life, has been a magnificent example 
to us all. 

You have done all this at a time when the 
country to which you are loyal has been inflicted 
with the most disastrous leadership in all its long 
history, a leadership which has betrayed you time 
and time again, looked on your loyalty with 
contempt, sneered at your determination to defend 
your national heritage, bargained with your enemies 
at every turn. 

Never allow yourselves to believe that this 
leadership, or the prostitute reporters of press and 
television, are representative of true feeling towards 
you in this country. The real people of England, 
and Scotland and Wales, stand behind you because 
they know that your fight is their fight; your 
cause is their cause; your victory will be their 
victory. 

By your endurance, by your courage, by 
your refusal to bargain or compromise with the 
enemies of your country and ours, you have acted 
in the finest traditions of the British race, and 
shown to the world that that race is not dead. 
May God give you strength to carry on; may God 
give you good fortune; and may God give you the 
victory that you so nobly deserve! 
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TOO often the menace of narcotics, with the 
problem of how to control them, is regarded 
as a simple one of contamination of the 
innocent or ignorant, and of means to catch 
smugglers and pushers, with curative measures 
to help victims overcome their addiction. 
This suits those master-minding the offensive. 
It reflects the fact that “experts” attempting 
to deal with the danger have not merely never 
experimented with drugs themselves but 
belong to a generation which knows nothing 
of the propaganda directed at modern youth 
to consider themselves a genus separate and 
apart. The real problem is more subtle, and 
one which is hard even to explain to older 
people, holding traditional views on drugs. 
To try to explain is often to encounter a 
resistance half tinged with suspicion. Yet it 
is essential to understand any problem as it 
really is before it can be solved. _ 

The subverters will work hard to 
prevent any correct view of the situation 
being disseminated, so as to preserve the 
traditional approach, thereby colouring the 
way in which anti-drug legislation is framed 
and anti-drug posters worded. The problem 
is linked with the propaganda directed at 
youth to regard itself as different, and with 
the ‘protest’ movement generally. Anything 
smacking of authority, and any advice, 
however sane and sound, given in a grand- 
fatherly fashion, is automatically rejected by 
youth. Books like The Little Red School 
Book in fact specifically suggest that all such 
prohibitions and advice are pointers to 
something with which the young should 
experiment in order to reach their own 
decisions. 


HARD CORE OF THE DANGER 


Secondly, it is necessary to realise that 
the hard core of the danger, in a social sense, 
lies not in the hard drugs such as heroin but 
in the milder ones concerning which such 
persistent pressure is maintained to bring 
about legislation. To say this is not for one 
moment to minimise the horrors of heroin 
addiction. The medical problem of such 
addiction is pretty much what it always was. 
All I am saying is that this is not the main 
issue, nor the main danger, in the drug 
offensive. The offensive does not aim to 
produce main-line addiction on a vast scale. 
That would be almost impossible, though, of 
course, hard drugs will be peddled as as- 
siduously as possible. The aim is, by means 
of softer drugs, particularly “pot” (mari- 
juana) supplemented by LSD,. to render 
unbridgeable the gap between the generation 
which can and should hand on the tradition 
of Western civilisation to its children. To 
this end pot smoking is portrayed as sensible, 
normal, non-addictive, safe (though recent 
studies have revealed that persistence in it 
builds up irreversibly a layer of harmful fat 
round the brain ceils which causes headaches, 
inability to concentrate and general con- 
fusion, and above all “cool’”). No propaganda 
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means to this end are neglected. Respectable 
medical journals such as The Lancet have 
advocated legalisation of pot. 

Anyone who expresses views in any 
way favourable to the idea, or critical of 
existing drug laws, can be sure of seeing 
them fully reported, without comment, as a 
matter of public interest. Socially, on the 
university campus, and in schools, the word is 
spread and the stuff is made available for 
teenage parties, or at the headquarters of the 
local “gang”, or for cycling and other 
expeditions. It is never difficult to come 
by, even though it cannot quite be sold 
openly. It requires only the amount of 
independence, pluck, and secrecy to procure 
it which is normal in youth, and when a child 
or adolescent does procure it in this way he 
feels pride in his own courage. Consequently 
he enjoys the effect he can produce by 
revealing what he has got, and without 
realising it has himself become the perfect 
auxiliary pusher. 


SUBVERTER’S DREAM 


The effect of the drug under these 
conditions and on such subjects is a sub- 
verter’s dream. It causes mild exaltation and 
(usually) the sensation of seeing everything 
in a new light. In some it produces laughter 
or giggling much as champagne does. Ina 
few cases it causes belligerence. All of these 
effects are probably the result of a lifting or 
deadening of inhibitions. But much more 
important are deeper effects if pot smoking 
becomes a habit. Then powers of concen- 
tration are gradually impaired, there is an 
increasing sense of confusion and unreality, 
and the basic sense of identification with 
normal society and its values gradually lost. 
On the other hand an euphoric belief that 
one is somehow different and superior, 
supervenes, though without any evidence in 
the form of actual outward achievements to 
support it. 

When LSD is added, the effect is 
considerably more drastic. This drug appears 
to be a substance manufactured in minute 
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quantities by the body itself to produce the 
changes of consciousness that we experience 


in dreams, and the necessary emotional 
releases which go with them. Its effect when 
taken as a drug is to produce the sense of 
entering an entirely new world, or rather an 
entirely new and superior order of exper- 
iencing both this world and another. 
Hallucinatory visions may be seen in absolute 
clarity, apparently inter-acting with the 
normal world. The main effect is a com- 
pletely changed viewpoint and mode of 
realisation of phenomena, combined with an 
intense sense of being real and aware. Though 
no physiological addictive effects are pro- 
duced in the way of cravings, there is usually 
a psychological craving to repeat the Yas ke 
unless other accompanying effects have 
proved frightening. Thus it is not infrequent 
for an LSD experimenter to say that if he 
thinks of the most intensely blissful or 
poignant experiences of his whole normal 
life, he realises that they have not one-tenth 
of the same intensity, emotional, intellectual 
and sense of physical “presence”. In truth 
the accompanying effects are always dis- 
orientating, even though they appear as a 
revelation. The sense of normal identity is 
completely changed. Things are not merely 
as they are, separately, but as parts of a living 
continuum. The experimenter’s own sense of 
identification is also altered and may even 
disappear altogether. He may be the plant 
he is looking at, or indeed anything else in 
his environment, real or hallucinatory. 


RELIGIOUS OUTLOOK 


The result of this alteration in self- 
identification can be to induce a religious 
outlook in people who had hitherto had no 
religious inclinations. The experience is 
certainly similar to descriptions which mystics 
of many different religions have recorded of 
experiencing transcendence of the personality 
and union with God. 

Both pot and LSD produce more 
lasting character changes when the drugs are 
taken by people in groups, and where group 
solidarity subsequently moulds the new 
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attitude to life into a settled habit or way of 
life. This is the real significance of the 
burgeoning “Hippy communes’, and also 
the reason why groups of students living 
together so often disconcertingly become 
drop-outs. Both are unquestionably social 
drugs. (One is advised not to take off on 
LSD trips alone. The tripper has a friend 
with him or her to talk, and perhaps give 
consolation at difficult moments. Frequently 
at the start this will, of course, be the pusher, 
but subsequently, when the messianic urge 
to spread the word and the experience to 
others, and to make converts to the new 
way of life has been awakened, the com- 
panion may be any confirmed friend or 
member of the circle whose eyes have been 
“opened”.) The sense of superiority to “The 
Establishment” is reinforced by the fact that 
addiction to alcohol may well disappear 
when the drug habit is acquired. Even the 
sex urge may be reduced to some extent, 
though this is usually obscured by the fact 
that normal sexual moral standards and 
taboos lose their force at the same time. 
Even the sense of distinction between the 
sexes is blunted. The modern cult of unisex, 
though, of course, by no means confined to 
drug takers, is congenial to the “‘drug scene”’, 
and may well be the result of indirect 
spreading of group values, originating in small 
drug cliques, to youthful society as a whole. 
Such a result would, of course, be precisely 
what the subverters would desire to achieve. 


AMBITION DESTROYED 


The effects of the two drugs are, in 
both cases, undesirable and delusory. The 
normal sense of ambition to achieve in life is 
reduced or destroyed. Frequently the desire 
for further sensation leads on to main-line 
addiction, physical deterioration, and total 
personality disintegration and degeneration. 
To realise this is not enough. Nor is it any 
use to point out such facts to individual 
young drug takers. Already they feel non- 
identified with the values, traditions and 
ideals of the world from which the person 
pointing them out has come. Even if he or 
she agrees with certain points in what is 
being said (and frequently dagga smokers do 
recognise that smoking makes them con- 
fused), the typical soft-drug taker feels 
nevertheless that what he has become in- 
volved with has opened a door to something 
more real than the established world. The 
induced idealism reveals what he now believes 
to be the falsity of materialistic life. And 
he doesn’t want to become re-identified 
with it. 

Unless the whole tendency of modern 
life to separate youth from the rest of 
humanity can be reversed, and some form of 
national idealism which unifies can be sub- 
stituted for it (it will, of course, at once be 
attacked and smeared as “‘totalitarian”) then 
the plotters have found the perfect tool 
wherewith to end Western civilisation. 
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OW TO POT-BOIL 
Ht HERRING 


THERE are numerous first-rate books 
available to those who seek to understand 
the workings of the international Communist 
conspiracy — None Dare Call It Treason to 
name but one — but few if any such books 
get any mention in the book review sections 
of the national press, much less a favourable 
mention. 

It was with considerable interest, there- 
fore, that I noted that numerous national 
papers have been giving considerable puffs 
to a book by one J. Bernard Hutton called 
The Subverters of Liberty, published by 
W. H. Allen, a wholly owned subsidiary of 
the American publishing combine Doubleday. 
When Fleet Street describes any work as “an 
incisive expose of Communist subversion” 
one can be pretty sure that the book 
concerned is puerile rubbish, or even worse. 

Hutton’s book is in the “even worse” 
category. Indeed I do not think I have ever 
read a more silly, misleading hotch-potch of 
misinformation. The very style in which the 
book is written is an indication that it is not 
a serious work of scholarship, but simply a 
stringing together of miscellaneous press 
cuttings tarted up with a number of highly 
imaginative “secret documents” taken 
straight from the files of the Soviet espionage 
service in the Kremlin, to which files Mr. 
Hutton presumably must have the key. 

Hutton’s main thesis is that com- 
munist subversion is based on a massive 
network of Russian agents who undergo ten 
or more years training in gigantic K.G.B. 
spy schools, who are then supplied with 
authentic documents and sent to one or 
another of the countries in the West to start 
spying and/or agitating. To be sure there are 
some Russian agents who come into our 
midst from such a background — “Gordon 
Lonsdale” was one such — but the idea that 
the vast bulk of espionage activities, strikes, 
acts of industrial sabotage, political hooligan- 
ism and so forth are initiated by a “small 
army” of Russian agents who are dropped off 
at our shores almost daily by submarines of 
the Red Fleet is clearly ludicrous. Indeed, 
the very name that Hutton gives to members 
of this legion of agents, ““Master Subverters’’, 
(shades of “Master Spy” in the Lady Penelope 
children’s T.V. puppet show) is an indication 
that he aims to stimulate his readers’ 
imaginations rather than appeal to their 


critical faculties. 


ATTENTION DIVERTED 


If Hutton’s approach to the problem of 
subversion is accepted, then it means that 
our attention is diverted from where the real 
danger lies . . . home grown Communists and 
fellow-travellers. Was Kim Philby, the man 
who became almost the boss of the British 
Secret Service a Russian? No — he was a 
British Red, recruited by another British Red, 
whilst he was still at Cambridge University. 
Were the secrets of the Atomic and Hydrogen 
bombs secured for the Kremlin by Russian 
spies? No — by ‘British’ and ‘American’ 
traitors such as Ethel and Julius Rosenberg, 
Greenglass, Fuchs, Pontecorvo. 

To view communist subversion as essen- 
tially a matter of military-political intelligence 
work of the Fifth Column variety, and not 
primarily as an intellectual and social sick- 
ness permeating through all the strata of our 
society, largely though not wholly indepen- 
dent of a Kremlin imposed discipline, is to 
over simplify the problem in a most ir- 
responsible way. 

To try and render support to his 
shallow thesis Hutton seeks to suggest that 
the race riots which took place in Notting 
Hill Gate in 1958 were organised and pro- 
moted by “Master Subverters’’. How 
comforting for bourgeois Tories in Frinton 
to know that racial disturbances are not 
caused by any deep-seated resentment on the 
part of working class people in urban areas 
that massed Coloured Immigration was added 
to their squalor! Hutton made no mention 
of the race riots which took place at the same 
time in Nottingham — but as the national 
press hushed up news of those riots so as not 
to give the impression that anti-Coloured 
Immigration feeling was nation-wide — no 
doubt he did not have a press cutting to 
refer to. 


SECRET INSTRUCTIONS 

Hutton’s press cuttings agency may 
have let him down, but he has tried to make 
up for it in other respects, for he appears to 
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HOW TO POT-BOIL 
RED HERRINGS 


contd. from previous page 


be on the Kremlin’s mailing list for all secret 
instructions issued to Master Spies. He 
quotes from numerous such secret com- 
munications, but strangely is unable to show 
a photostat of any one of them, though he 
does give a highly significant picture of Jack 
Dash standing on a milk crate. 

Here is part of one such “authentic” 
secret communication which he quotes: 
“Undercover Work in the United Kingdom. 
Strike tendencies in all branches of industry 
must be exploited, and strikes precipitated. 
It is unimportant if the strikes are originated 
by trade unionists or undercover subverters. 
A united effort must be made now to bring 
about the obstruction of Britain’s produc- 
tivity.” It is odd that the Kremlin should 
have to issue such messages to Master 
Subverters.via its top secret communications 
system, when the same message, only slightly 
re-phrased, may be read any morning in the 
Morning Star or the Workers Press . . . or 
even in Oz. 

The Top Secret Messages which Hutton 
quotes so freely, and which he assures us 
originated in the Kremlin, are so inane that 
if he didn’t write them himself he must have 
been supplied them by a Kremlin Master 
Prankster. 


TRASH 


The trashiest section of the book is the 
chapter which Hutton devotes to explaining 
(sic) the riotings in Paris in 1968. The 
history he gives of the events is a paper-trail 
of re-hashed press cuttings which lead the 
reader up one blind alley after another. On 
the one hand he holds that the trouble was 
instigated by “Master Subverters” from 
Russia, yet on the other hand has to admit 
that student Left Wing extremists, belonging 
to groups other than the French Communist 
Party, were mainly responsible for pre- 
cipitating the crisis. This was accounted for 
by Hutton stating that Chinese “Master 
Subverters” were also involved in the 
troubles. Maybe they were — but the student 
ringleaders, such as Cohn-Bendit, were New 
Left Trotskyists, not Mao-ists. 

So as to sustain his “Master Subverter” 
theme, Hutton declared: “On the 23rd May 
France reached deadlock. But the Govern- 
ment was as strong as ever. It had withstood 
a nationwide plot by Moscow and Peking to 
unseat it . . . a carefully engineered revo- 
lutionary situation had been coaxed to a 
climax of very noisy fireworks, but there was 
no Big Bang.”’ The reason Hutton gave for 
the absence of a “Big Bang” — i.e. overthrow 
of the government by means of total violent 
revolution — was because “de Gaulle spoke 
to the nation on television”! In fact the 
reason why there was no “Big Bang” was 
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because the Communist Party did not wish 
or need to attempt a revolution and in fact 
ordered the industrial workers who were on 
strike to resume work. This action by the 
Communists completely cut the ground from 
under the feet of the rioting Trotskyites and 
Anarchists and made any attempt at revo- 
lution quite impossible. Without the support 
of the millions of industrial workers — which 
the Communists controlled — the ultra-Left 
students simply became an impotent rabble. 

This central aspect of the Paris revolt 
of 1968 — known by Trotskyites as “The 
Great Betrayal” — was completely ignored 
by Hutton and as such his account was 
completely meaningless. 


SHODDY 


So struck was I by the shoddiness of 
Hutton’s work that I could not credit that 
he was simply a hack journalist turning out 
what the book trade calls a “pot boiler”. The 
book was too bad even for that. On looking 
at its dust-jacket I learned that “J. Bernard 
Hutton” was born in Czechoslovakia and 
lived in Germany for thirteen years until 
the Nazi rise to power forced him to leave 
in 1933. He was formerly a member of the 
Czech Communist Party Central Committee, 
but “renounced Communism”. He was an 
official in Jan Masaryk’s government-in-exile, 
and has carried out diplomatic work in 
Berlin, Prague, Moscow, Paris and London. 

Surely a man with that kind of back- 
ground and training should be able to turn 
out a well-researched, logical, credible expose 
of who and what is behind what he calls 
“the Communist plot to undermine the 
Western way of life”. But as that is precisely 
not what the reader is given in return for 
payment of £2, I can only wonder whether 
it was Hutton’s intention to churn out a 
misinformed, illogical, and incredible farrago 
as some form of spoof of genuine exposes of 
Communist subversion. 

I shudder to think what effect Hutton’s 
book will have, particularly since it was 
trumpeted so loudly by the cynical scribblers 
of Fleet Street. Its effect on, say, a student 
who had already been subjected to a measure 
of anti-anti-Communist brainwashing, would 
be to convince him or her that anti- 
Communists are paranoidal political illiterates 
— and that is exactly the picture which the 
real Master Subverters wish to paint of their 
opponents. 


PRINTING 
SERVICES 


Printing services are available to 


Nationalists at very reasonable rates. 
For estimates write to Box 1933, Spear- 
head, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon CRO. 
20F, Surrey. 


THOUGHT 
FOR THE 
MONTH 


Dreary will be the morning when 
you and I wake up and... the di- 
versity of men has vanished like the 
last dawn-afflicted star: if this be 
the morning we must waken to, 
then may I, please God, have died 
in my sleep. 

Yet it is the morning that, know- 
ing or unknowing, we strive for: 
you, I, capitalists, socialists, yellow, 
white, brown. It is the morning that 
professors demandincommon with 
policemen, that the philosophies of 
two centuries have praised, the 
morning of identicality, of the 
commonly induced conditioned re- 
flex, the morning of egalitarian 
actuality, of the brave new world, of 
order beyond argument, of grey 
shadows beyond distinction, of uni- 
form response to uniform stimulus, 
the morning of a tinkling bell and 
sheep proceeding to pasture. Let me 
never wake. 

It is the morning we praise and 
we pray for in our industrial organ- 
isations, on our collective farms, in 
our churchly councils, in our pro- 
cesses of government, in our relations 
between states, in our righteous 
demands for world-government, in 
our most seemly prayers that some- 
day we shall all be the same. It is 
the morning that the young, whether 
they know it or not, rise again in 
protest. And it is a morning, may 
the skies of our origins be wor- 
shipped beyond measure, that will 
never come. 

As life is larger than man, so is 
life wiser than we are. As evolution 
has made us possible, so will evolu- 
tion sit in final judgement. As 
natural selection declared us in, so 
natural selection, should our hubris 
overcome us, will declare us out. 
But the stark grey morning will 
never come to be, for laws larger 
than you or me will, with impartial, 
imperishable accord, at some night 
court in the course of man’s dark- 
ness, condemn us as a species to 
extinction — or more probably will 
enforce on us the laws of all flesh. 

Robert Ardrey 
THE SOCIAL CONTRACT 
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REVIEWS 


THE ECONOMICS OF WAR AND PEACE 
by A. M. Wade (obtainable from Nationalist 
Books, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon CRO 2QF, 


Surrey: 10p) 


Mr. Maurice Wade has regularly written 
commentaries on financial affairs in the 
columns of Spearhead. In this booklet he 
expounds further on the evils of the present 
international financial system in a way that is 
readable even to the layman on financial 
matters. 

Mr. Wade, a social crediter, begins the 
booklet with words which get right to the 
heart of the issue. “In war,” he says, “there 
is a common aim, a united front, a feeling 
that the enemy has now been located in 
recognisable form. At last humanity has the 
great opportunity it has been waiting for — 
the opportunity to root out the enemy, so 
that freedom can be assured in the future, 
and men can use the enormous resources of 
the modern world to usher in that peace and 
security which the sacrifices demanded by 
war deserve. 

“At long last peace comes, wartime 
leadership is removed and peacetime controls 
are resumed — which means the emergence 
again of banker supremacy, suspended by 
the war.” 

Two important points come out of 
these words. The first is that a nation under 
the overlordship of the bankers — as is the 
case with peacetime Britain — is battling with 
an enemy far more dangerous than an enemy 
in war, because it can be recognised by only 
a few, and they are ostracised in the eyes of 
the majority of the people by the propaganda 
financed by banker power. The nation is not 
united against its enemy. 

The second point is that it is only in 
times of peace that the system which sustains 
banker supremacy can properly operate. In 
war, for the purposes of survival production 
must reach the very highest level of which 
industry is physically capable. The supply of 
money is therefore geared to the powers of 
production —as it should always be in war or 
peace. For a brief time man’s full mental and 
physical, technical and material resources are 
exploited. When peace comes the state of 
emergency ends, and production reverts to 
the level permitted by the bankers for their 
Own purposes. It is determined by money 
supply, which the bankers control. If the 
bankers limit the supply the resources of 
industry are wasted. 

Does this mean that the banking sys- 
tem does not profit from a war economy? It 
certainly does not mean that. In war credit 
to keep the wheels of industry turning is stil) 
supplied by the bankers; it is merely turned 
on full throttle so that money is not short. 
As soon as war is over, the money has to be 


paid back to the bankers, and they emerge 
stronger than ever before. Because the 
banking system is called upon to generate a 
much bigger flow of loans in war, the profits 
accruing to it at the end of war are all the 
greater. All great modern wars have en- 
hanced a hundredfold the power of the 
bankers. 

As Mr. Wade says, “If the Government 
exercised its rights and issued all new money 
in peace and in war, no section of the 
community would make a profit out of the 
issue of money. This would reduce the 
tendency to war. While private profit can 
be made out of war finance, then obviously 
war and expensive preparations for war 
become big business.” 

Mr. Wade goes on to spotlight the 
differences between what he calls “Honest 
National Accountancy” and “A Supra- 
National Institution within the State”. 

“Honest National Accountancy,” he 
says, “would provide the nation with a form 
of currency which was above private manipu- 
lation; enable the nation to deploy its 


resources of labour and materials to the best 
advantage and maximum growth rate and 
maintain the unit of currency at near constant 
value in terms of the necessities for good 
living.” 

On the other hand, with “A Supra- 
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National Institution within the State,” says 
the author, we have “A system under which 
those in charge exercise the sovereign pre- 
rogative of the issue of all money. and credit 
and cause both Government and people to 
borrow all their financial requirements from 
them. As all money is subject to the payment 
of interest, it follows inevitably that repay- 
ment commitmentsexceed the sum borrowed, . 
which is physically impossible to achieve, 
therefore the deficiency is regarded as debt 
on which further interest is charged as 
compound rate.” 

Mr. Wade cites as an example of 
Honest National Accountancy the system 
employed by the early colonists in America. 
When Benjamin Franklin visited Britain he 
was asked the reason for his countrymen’s 
economic success. He attributed it mainly 
to the fact that they issued their own money, 
in paper, without interest charges, and in 
correct quantity to balance production. It 
was the act of the British Government, under 
the influence of the Bank of England, in 
stepping in to prohibit this system that was 
the main cause of the American War of 
Independence. Later the bankers took 
control from within America and restored 
their own system, which has existed there 
ever since. 

Mr. Wade quotes a number of other 
interesting examples of how localised pro- 
jects departing from ‘orthodox finance’ 
brought great prosperity, such as in Guernsey 
in the 1820s, the Austrian Tyrol in the 
1920s and in Alberta and British Columbia. 
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SIR: In his allegations of religious dis- 
crimination in Southern Ireland (June issue), 
Mr. Martin Webster shoots himself into 
greater trouble than he may be aware of, if 
not by the precise charges (which may well 
be true) but by his confusion of natural 
decency (natural law) with religious doctrine. 
Spearhead surely needs no instruction that 
the former, which includes patriotism, is 
morally binding upon all men, while the 
latter only concerns its voluntary adherents. 

For instance, he writes: “This (the 
constitutional position of the Catholic 
Church) leads to other measures in the field 
of morals and religion in which the law of the 
State adheres to Catholic doctrine. Contra- 
ception and divorce are prohibited .. . 
Blasphemy . . . is a crime.” 

Now contraception (in the meaning 
of artificial birth prevention) or divorce or 
blasphemy are not matters of religious doc- 
trine; and I am told that Protestant opinion 
in Ulster is (thank God) just as opposed to 
them. They are disgusting things which 
should not pollute any society, Christian or 
Pagan. Whatever the local faults of the 
Catholic Church may be, Mr. Webster should 
be grateful that one institution in the world 
still champions normal (or what should be 
normal) human decency. Yet he seems (I 
hope I am wrong) to regard this as a flagrant 
injustice. 

His own figures may support my 
objection. He quotes the marked decline in 
the number of Protestants in Eire from 
221,000 in 1920 to 130,000 today. Since 
the natural increase over 50 years should have 
brought it to about 400,000, it means either 
(a) persistent emigration, which I think is not 
the case; (b) a decline in church-going, which 
may well be, but diminishes their claim to 
any attention; or (c) they have been 
practising artificial birth-prevention, or 
(another name for it) race suicide, in which 
case they get what they deserve. 

The whole business of what is called 
natural law needs considerable clarification 
and emphasis in people’s minds in days when 
every honourable instinct and every proper 
ethical pattern is under an attack that is 
vicious, slimy and all-pervasive. 

The personal and familial aspects of 
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natural law are just as important as the social 
— which you well understand and preach. 
Any weakness in the National Front or in 
Spearhead regarding the first two would lose 
you many friends. Religion as such does not 
come into it. 
H. McCRONE 
Laxton, Northants. 


SIR: These examples of outbreaks of the 
disease known as political schizophrenia, 
which have become endemic in this era, and 
in this country, should interest an electorate 
which seems to be unaware of the existence 
of the malady. 
1. It was justifiable to originate separate 
development, otherwise known as apar- 
theid, in the Indian Empire, by cutting off 
Burma and Ceylon and dividing the remainder 
in two, because separate races, creeds and 
cultures could not or would not live together 
under one control, except under the alien 
British Raj. 

But it is quite indefensible for South 
Africa to practise the same policy with races 
even farther apart, such as primitive Africans 
and civilised whites. 

2. It was wrong and immoral to send arms 
to South Africa because they might be 
used against Africans. 

But it was quite right and moral to 
send arms to Nigeria where they were being 
used against Africans. 

3. It was right to allow Zambia and 

Malawi to secede from the Central 
African Federation because they wanted 
their independence. 

But it was quite wrong to allow Biafra 
to secede from the Nigerian Federation 
although for much better reasons it also 
wanted its independence. 

4. It was illegal to recognise an elected 
government in Rhodesia because all 
the Africans had not been given votes. 
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But it was quite legal and justifiable to 
recognise a non-elected military junta which 
had seized power in Nigeria, and in Libya, 
where no Africans had been given votes. 
5. It was right of the U.N. delegste to 

quote Article 2-7 of tiie Charter denying 
U.N. jurisdiction over a domestic dispute on 
suffrage in Ulster. 

But it was equally right of the same 
delegate not to quote the same law and to 
accept U.N. jurisdiction over a domestic 
dispute on suffrage in Rhodesia. 

6. It is wrong and immoral for I.R.A. 
terrorists from Eire to invade Ulster. 

But it was quite justifiable for Com- 
munist terrorists from Zambia to infiltrate 
Rhodesia. 

7. It was justifiable to arrest terrorists in 

Cyprus, Aden and Ulster, and imprison 
them without trial because of lack of evidence 
from terrified witnesses. 

But it was quite indefensible for 
Rhodesia to do the same thing for the same 
reasons. 
8. It was imperative to carry out “a test 

of acceptability” on constitutional 
changes on the whole of Rhodesia, where 
5/6ths of the population are primitive 
Africans. 

But it is quite impossible to carry out a 
similar test in Britain on constitutional 
changes which must follow entry into 
Europe, though the electorate is fairly 
civilised and literate. 

The above are a small sample, which 
could be heavily supplemented, of the per- 
formances during the last quarter-century of 
our politicians. How can one assess the 
blindness, the gullibility of an electorate 
which has accepted them without question 
or criticism and re-elected them again to 
power? 

Maj. E. J. HALSTEAD-HANBY, G.M. 
Ipplepen, Devon. 
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FROM recent letters in 
Postbag commenting on the 
participation of a National 
Front candidate in Park 
Ward, you readers may have 
gained two incorrect im- 
pressions. 

One, that the National 
Front is a Tory movement 
outside the Conservative 
Party. and two, that as a 
party it exists solely to 
secure the removal of all 
coloured immigrants from 
Britain. 

Not only does the National 
Front policy differ from the 
official Tory line on almost 


everything, but it differs also 
from the so-called “far right” 
Powellite and Monday Club 
Tories as well. In fact its 
political philosophy might 
well be termed revolu- 
tionary. since it aims to bring 
about radical changes in the 
political, industrial and 
financial system. 

Although the National 
Front does intend the 
repatriation of people of 
Afro-Asian origin, this is only 
part of the situation created 
by twenty-five years of mis- 
management by the political 
establishment that has to be 


corrected if Britain is to 
survive as an independent 
nation. Even without 
coloured immigrants we 
would still be in an economic 
mess, with mounting unem- 
ployment, galloping  infla- 
tion, a worsening industrial 
situation and an_e ever- 
widening gap between 
government and governed. It 
is the solution of all these 
problems that the National 
Front is in business to 


achieve. ,HILIP BAKER 


Loddon Bridge Road, 
Woodle 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Trouble shooting 


Stumbling Blockheads 


It is always a pleasant change to get 
news of Establishment, One World power 
centralisers having their plans thwarted. For 
many years now the pro-Communist World 
Council of Churches has been trying to 
persuade the leaders of different Churches 
and religions to abandon their principles and 
fundamental beliefs and merge together in 
order that a “Universal Church” may be 
created as an essential tool of a projected 
World Government. 

An important step along the ecumenical 
road to the World Government Church is a 
merger between the Church of England and 
the Methodist Church. To this end the 
Archbishop of Canterbury called a convo- 
cation of Church of England clerics and 
senior laity at Lambeth Palace in order to 
receive approval for the merger. Though a 
majority of votes were cast in favour of the 
proposal, the majority was not big enough to 
permit its ratification, so the plan has had 
to be scrapped, and is unlikely to be brought 
up again for a number of years. 

So whoever does end up wearing the 
Sacred Grand Master’s Apron of the Universal 
Church, it is unlikely to be Michael of 
Canterbury! To mark the event we re-print 
Lionel Johnson’s verse Lambeth Lyric: 


Some seven score Bishops at Lambeth sat, 

Gray-whiskered and respectable debaters; 

Each had on head a well-strung curly hat; 
And each wore gaiters. 


And when these prelates at their talk had been 

Long time, they made yet longer proclamation, 

Saying: ‘These creeds are childish! both Nicene, 
And Athanasian. 


‘True, they were written by the Holy Ghost; 
So, to re-write them were perhaps a pity. 
Refer we their revision to a most 

Select Committee! 


‘In ten years’ time we wise Pan Anglicans 
Once more around this Anglo-Catholic table 
Will meet, to prove God’s word more weak 
than man’s, 
His truth, less stable.’ 


So saying homeward the good Fathers go; 

Up Mississippi [sic] some and some up Niger. 

For thine old mantle they have clearly no 
More use, Elijah! 


Instead, an apostolic apron girds 
Their loins, which ministerial fingers tie on: 
And Babylon’s songs they sing, new tune 
and words, 
All over Zion. 


The Creeds, the Scriptures, all the Faith of old, 


They hack and hew to please each bumptious 
German, 
Windy and vague as mists and clouds that fold 
Tabour and Hermon. 


Happy Establishment in this thine hour! 
Behold thy bishops to their sees retreating! 
‘Have at the Faith!’ each cries: ‘good bye 
till our 
Next merry meeting!’ 


More About Asquith Gibbes 


Readers of Spearhead will remember 
that earlier this year the National Front 
exposed Mr. Asquith Gibbes, Community 
Relations Officer for Lewisham, South 
London, as both a liar and a Communist. 
Leaflets were issued pointing out thatGibbes 
had categorically assured local newspapers 
last year that he was not and never had been 
a member of, or even sympathetic to, the 
Communist Party, but that subsequently he 
had been elected to the National Executive 
Committee of the C.P. 

The fact that Gibbes had deliberately 
sought to mislead the electors of Lewisham 
as to his political connections should have 
been enough for Lewisham Council to remove 
him from his position of trust, but as yet not 
a whisper has been heard, even from Con- 
servative Council members. On the contrary 
the Council has just decided to reward his 
deceit by granting his organisation a £4,000 
increase in its annual budget . . . again 
without a whimper of protest from the 
Tories. 

Encouraged by the lack of local op- 
position — apart from Lewisham NF 
members — Gibbes is now openly advocating 
that children from predominantly White 
schools in the borough should be bussed into 
ghetto schools, and Black children bussed to 
formerly White schools. This proposal is far 
in advance of policies officially endorsed by 
the Race Relations industry . .. yet no 
protest has been heard from Lewisham Tories. 

Finally, showing his true colours, 
Gibbes has demanded that Lewisham Council 
should show “positive discrimination” in 
favour of Coloured Immigrants. This, surely, 
is incitement to the Lewisham Council to 
discriminate on the grounds of race... 
which is the very charge that Peter Applin 
and Ken Taylor are having to defend them- 
selves against in the Potters Bar race case 
brought against them by the Race Relations 
Board. 

Silence from Lewisham Conservative 
Councillors can only be interpreted as mean- 


ing that they, along with their Labour Party 
colleagues, are sympathetically considering 
Gibbes’ proposals. Who the Hell is running 
Lewisham — the elected representatives of 
the people or the National Executive Com- 
mittee of the Communist Party? 

I cannot believe that the average Con- 
servative — or even Labour — member of 
Lewisham Council endorses Gibbes incredible 
excesses. They had handed to them on a 
plate a more than adequate excuse for getting 
shot of the man. Why are they afraid? Why 
are they keeping quiet? What behind the 
scenes pressures have they been subjected to? 
Something stinks in Lewisham — and I don’t 
just mean Asquith Gibbes. 


Immigrant Swings 


Things may be going well for the Race 
Industry in Lewisham, but in Wolverhampton 
things are far from swinging — except in the 
case of 23 year old Asian Immigrant Shri 
Amarjit, who was found hanging by his 
workmates when they returned after lunch 
to a factory owned by 26 year old Mr. S. R. 
Sharma, Chairman of the Communist Party 
infiltrated Wolverhampton Community 
Relations Council. 

A big scandal seems to be brewing over 
what caused Amarjit to commit suicide, for 
the local Indian Workers’ Association has 
demanded a public inquiry into his death and 
the resignation from the Community 
Relations Council of Sharma. The I.W.A. 
has declared that its members will boycott 
the C.R.C. until its demands are met. 

When asked to comment on the situ- 
ation Sharma is reported to have expressed 
the opinion that the trouble has been caused 
by “certain people who are envious of me.” 
Apart from his factory in Wolverhampton, he 
owns another factory in Ireland, and is 
having another one built in India. 

Mr. Aaron Haynes, the Wolverhampton 
C.R.O. has refused to comment on the 
scandal. It is believed he is far too busy 
working in co-operation with Labour Coun- 
cillors to remove from the Community 
Relations Council the courageous Tory loner 
Councillor Frank Wadsworth who, having 
seen the Race Industry work at first hand 
has publicly declared the C.R.C. to be a 
scandalous waste of the rate-payers’ money 
which is promoted by people with “‘anti- 
English, anti-British attitudes” such as the 
C.R.C. Secretary Mr. George Barnsby, who- 
just-so-happens to be the Secretary of the 
Wolverhampton Branch of the Communist 
Party. 
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Following the decision of the National 
Directorate to terminate his salaried employ- 
ment with the National Front, Mr. John 
O’Brien has resigned as Chairman and as a 
member of the NF. Mr. John Tyndall, who 
has for the past year served as Deputy 
Chairman, will assume the post of Acting 
Chairman until the NF Annual General 
Meeting in October, when he will seek 
election as full Chairman by the membership 
for the following year. 

John Tyndall is 38. He was born in 
Exeter of Anglo-Irish parentage, but brought 
up in London. He was educated at Becken- 
ham Grammar School, where he represented 
the First XI at cricket and was a Kent County 
trialist. He also played rugby and soccer and 
represented a Kent Minor XI at the latter 
game. Apart from sports, his abiding interest 
from his late teens centred increasingly on 
politics. Like many young men, he turned 
at first to the left, considering himself to be 
a socialist but not joining any left-wing party 
or other organisation. 

Between 1952 and 1954 he served in 
the Royal Horse Artillery in BAOR, spending 
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tributions to the value of £71.00 We there- 
fore still need to raise £58.00 All help will 
be welcome. Please send your contribution 
to: Spearhead, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF, Surrey. 


“We feed, they breed” - Winston S. Churchill 
Published by the National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey. 
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most of his time in an extensive study of 
politics, economics, philosophy and history. 

By 1957, when he was 23, he had 
become totally disillusioned with the left, 
being appalled at its anti-British attitudes, 
and sought a new political faith, which would 
combine progress with patriotism. Not 
finding this in the older established parties, 
he began to make contact with some of the 
smaller political societies and action groups 
outside the orthodox party spectrum. After 
being active with a number of these groups, 
he founded the Greater Britain Movement in 
1964 and the magazine Spearhead at the 
same time. 

When the National Front was founded 
in 1967 in an attempt to bring together in a 
merger the several patriotic groups in Britain, 
Mr. Tyndall closed down the GBM and 
advised his associates in it to join the NF. 
At the same time he continued developing 
Spearhead, while turning its. support to the 
NF, until it became a monthly in 1969. 

For the past five years Mr. Tyndall’s 
main work has been that of Editor of Spear- 
head, while he has spoken on NF platforms 
and been Chairman of the NF Policy Com- 
mittee as well as taking charge of political 
education and leader-training schemes within 
the movement. 

For the time being he will continue as 
Spearhead Editor, while shedding some of the 
lesser duties in connection with the magazine. 
His services to the National Front will be, as 
in the past, unpaid. 

In his limited hours outside political 


keen reader of political works. 


a | Nel 
AFT 


The cartoon on 
the left, twice 
used before in 
our columns, 
has now been 
printed as a 
leaflet by NF 
Brighton Branch. 
Supplies can be 
obtained from 
the branch or 
from NF Head- 
quarters. 


Good Poll 
in Harrow 


National Front candidate Richard 
Franklin obtained an excellent vote for his 
first effort in the election for Belmont ward 
in the Harrow Borough Council polls last 
month. 

The vote (216, or 6.26 per-cent) may 
not seem large at first sight, but it was 
obtained in a seven-cornered fight with 
Tory, Labour, Liberal, Independent, Youth 
Movement and Independent Tory candidates 
and in an highly staid middle-class area, not 
normally favourable to radical politics of 
right or left. 

Mr. Franklin’s 216 votes did not suffer 
badly by comparison with those of the 
Liberal, which came to 383. This provides 
merely another example of the fact that the 
NF has the potential before too long to 
replace the Liberals as Britain’s third party. 
When one considers the vast (by comparison) 
Liberal Party machine, its money and its 
centuries old background, this trend is most 
significant. In more favourable areas, of 
course, NF candidates have beaten Liberals 
in municipal elections. 

Praise must go to the Camden and 
Brent branch, under the very capable leader- 
ship of Blaise Wyndham, for the main brunt 
of the work involved in this campaign. 


New Directorate 


| Members 


work Mr. Tyndall is a keep fit enthusiast and | 
a great music lover, as well as being, as ever, a 
He is: 
| Denis Pirie (Brighton Branch), Ken Sanders 


Following recent removals from the 
National Front Directorate, places have be- 
come vacant, and these have been filled by 


(Leicester Branch), Blaise Wyndham (Camden 
and Brent Branch), Martin Vaux (Guildford 
Branch), Mrs. Rita Buckley (Huddersfield 
Branch) and Carl Lane (new NF Treasurer). 


CONGRATULATIONS 


After fooling us all that he was a con- 
firmed batchelor for life, Peter Williams, NF 
South East London Organiser, sprang a 
surprise by getting married recently. 

Our congratulations go out to Peter, 
and we wish him and his bride many years of 
happiness ahead. 


National Front AGM 


The National Front Annual General 
Meeting will be held this year on Saturday, 
October 14th at Conway Hall, London. 
Members will be provided with more details 
of this in the July members’ bulletin. 

This is a reminder to all to keep the 
date free. Let us have a good attendance this 
year from all over Britain. 


CcCC0 LE 


om 


Record Turn-Qut 


Last month’s biggest National Front 
event, the anti-immigration march and meet- 
ing in London, turned out to be one of the 
big successes of the year. 

Held in the midst of the holiday season 
and on a Saturday (July 22nd) this event 
could not expect to attract anything like 
full NF active strength because of the many 
members either away or at work. Never- 
theless, about 400 took part in the march — 
which is the biggest number ever to turn 
out for an NF march except on Remembrance 
Sunday in November. The column, with 
flags and drums at the front, marched 
from Marble Arch down Oxford Street to 
Holborn, and thence to Conway Hall, where 
the meeting was held. The march was 
witnessed by dense Saturday afternoon 
crowds and many thousands of leaflets were 
given out. 

The meeting at Conway Hall was 
attended by nearly 300. An impressive 
platform of speakers was present. Messrs. 
Alan Hancock and Jim Merrick, of the 
British Campaign to Stop Immigration, were 
present as guests and received warm recep- 
tions. Representing the Immigration 
Contro} Association were Mrs. Joy Page and 
Mr. Roy Bramwell. Mrs. Page’s stirring 
speech received a great ovation, as did Mr. 
Bramwell’s highly interesting and informa- 
tive talk about corruption in high places in 
British public life. Representing the National 
Front were Denis Pirie, Tom Lamb and 
Acting Chairman, John Tyndall. The 
meeting was very ably chaired by Martin 
Webster. 

An appeal for money to support the 
NF fighting campaign was made by Mr. 
Webster, and this met with a magnificent 
response, £300 being raised. 

Thanks is due to those guest speakers 
from other organisations who appeared on 
the platform and to the many members of 
NF branches from the Midlands, North and 
West of England who took great trouble to 
make the trip to London for the occasion. 

Although the press and television were 
informed of the march and meeting, they 
completely ignored it. Comments on this 
boycott have been made elsewhere. 


CALLING STUDENTS 


We take this opportunity to once again 
remind those interested in National Front 
Student Activities that there will be a con- 
ference and seminar held in London during 
the summer school and university recess to 
plan the setting up of an NF student body. 

Will all those who wish to attend this 
conference and seminar please contact NF 
Headquarters without delay. The meeting 
will be held on a Sunday later to be 
announced. 


Shots of 
march 


and meeting | 


puts 
Britain 


First 


London Mareh 
Great Success 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!”. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 
The Secretary, National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
CRO 2QF, Surrey. (Tel. 01-684 3730) 


The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 


spent. 
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REPORT FROM U.S.A. 


McGovern—First Communist 


President Of America? 


SENATOR George McGovern is the darling 
of the radicals and establishment element, the 
money boys who. pick the Democratic 
nominee, regardless of whom the majority 
favour. The establishment crowd looks down 
its nose at the White working class and their 
favourite candidate, Gov. George Wallace, 
but, in their contempt for us, they have 
chosen the road to self-destruction. 

Sen. McGovern is not receiving votes 
from the working middle class; his support 
comes from the far left and the upper income 
White intellectual crowd and the Jews, 
Negroes and other racial minority groups. 
Very few of the rich White liberals know 
where McGovern really stands. They do not 
seem to realise that if he were elected, their 
money would be confiscated. If elected 
George McGovern could become the first 
Communist president of America! 

The following is the McGovern plat- 
form, his true views which are now being 
soft-pedalled as he attempts to move toward 
the “centre” to capture the vote of an 
uninformed middle America. Sen. George 
McGovern cannot be elected unless he fools 
the people and keeps them from learning 
where he really stands on the issues. 

This is the George McGovern stand: 

1) Complete surrender in Vietnam with 
an immediate total withdrawal without 
getting our prisoners of war back. 
2) Cutting off all economic and military 
aid to the South Vietnamese govern- 
ment to ensure a quick communist takeover. 
3) Abolition of all criminal penalties for 
the use of marijuana, which would be 
tantamount to its formal legalisation. He 
says: “No one should be sent to jail for the 
mere possession or use of marijuana.” 
4) National legalisation of abortion by 
allowing anyone wishing such an oper- 
ation permission with the approval of one 
doctor. 
5) The rich would lose much of their 
money under McGovern as he would 
practically confiscate everything they made 
over $50,000. He says he would ge 
billion a year out of those earning over 
$8,000. He would increase inheritance taxes 
so that it would be impossible for a man to 
leave anything of substance to a relative or 
friend. 
6) McGovern would raise the Guaranteed 

Annual Wage up to $1,000 per person 
in a poverty family with no taxes at all. A 
welfare family of 10 could be paid $10,000 
a year. This is his plan for “redistribution of 
the wealth,” taking from the producer, and 
giving to the parasite. 

7) McGovern has promised Blacks that if 
elected president, he would install 
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racial quotas for all government jobs and for 
those doing business with the government. 
This would require the laying off of hundreds 
of thousands of White workers and their 
replacement by blacks. 
8) He favours total amnesty for all draft 
dodgers and deserters who have fled 
this country. McGovern would move that 
they be subject to no penalty, thus making 
heroes of those traitors by dishonouring our 
war dead. (Sen. McGovern actually aided 
and abetted treason when he stated: “Jf 
elected I would offer a general amnesty for 
all these young men who have stood upon 
grounds of conscience against the war. I 
would welcome them back into the country, 
free them from jail and do everything I could 
to try and heal the wounds of this war.”’) 
9) McGovern is not a “dove” when it 
comes to Israel and has pledged total 
economic and military aid to the Jews in- 
cluding the presence of America’s armed 
forces stationed in the Mediterranean Sea. 
10) On national defence, McGovern would 
cut the army’s manpower in half, scrap 
our ABM Safeguard system, including the 
Titan ICBM’s and new B-1 bomber. He says 
he would freeze our Minuteman III counter- 
missile force. McGovern would also scrap our 
space programme, giving all the money saved 
to minorities on welfare to raise them up to 
the living standards of the White working 
middle class. 
11) On integration, McGovern brags, “Yes, 
Iam for bussing, I think it is essential.” 
But he does not feel it is quite so essential 
for his own daughter who is driven in a 


chauffeured limousine to an exclusive nearly 


all-White suburban school. 
12) On federally financed public housing, 
McGovern urges that blacks be moved 
out of the ghetto and into White neighbour- 
hoods. He states: “We must break the tight 
ring which keeps millions of blacks penned 
up in our city slums, by providing low-cost 
and mixed-income integrated housing in the 
outer city and countryside.” 
13) On aid to private schools he says he is 
adamantly opposed to any such help. 
McGovern calls it “unconstitutional”’. 
McGovern stands right in the middle of 
the wild eyed radicals of the far left. Yet the 
daily press portrays him as a “moderate”. 
Sen. George McGovern is opposed to just 
about everything that the White majority 
favours. His election would drastically change 
our basic fundamental political structures 
upon which freedom .dnd liberty in this 
nation stand. 
(Reprinted with acknowledgements to 
THE THUNDERBOLT, P.O.° Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30060, U.S.A.) 


Printed and published by Albion Press, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, CRO 2QPF, Surrey. 
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NATIONALISM 


by JOHN TYNDALL 


15p (plus 3p postage) 
from:— 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon CRO 
20F, Surrey 


Britain First 


Nationalist newspaper. Editor Peter 
McMenemie. Price 2p. (large dis- 
counts for bulk). Obtained from: 
50 PAWSONS ROAD, CROYDON 
CRO 20F, SURREY. 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 
edited by 


A.K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co, 
5 Elmhurst Court, St. Peters Road, 
Croydon, Surrey. 


“The New Unhappy Lords ”’ 


An exposure of power politics 

By A. K. CHESTERTON 
THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS is a 
must for the bookshelf of any student 
of modern politics. It represents the 
most lucid and startling of all com- 
mentaries on the methods of subversion 
being used to undermine Britain and 
European Civilisation. 


Cloth-Bound Edition £1.40p (28s.) 
60p (12s.) 


Paper-back Edition 
{obtainable from Nationalist Books) 


NATIONALIST 
BOOK CENTRE 


50 Pawsons Road, Croydon CRO 20F, 
Surrey 
Send for our free catalogue now 
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